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LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Lr. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
HM. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. ~ 
The ‘CLIMAX ”’ POLICY of the Company provides against 

ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 

Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 

Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 














THANET HOUSE, 231-232, STRAND LONDON, W.C. 
(OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS), 
REMOVED FROM No. %, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EsTABLisHED 1853. 
Capital Stock ... . £400,000 


Debenture Stock sie. sae tila 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and fuli information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 
‘W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 
Solicitors as County Justices. 


Tue Covunci of the Law Society are to be congratulated on 
the passing during the recent session of Parliament of the 
Justice of the Peace (No. 2) Act, which contains a clause 
suggested by them for removing the disqualification of solicitors 
as county justices. This enables solicitors to be appointed as 
such justices although they practise in the county, and only 

recludes them from practising before the county or borough 
nch. We believe, don that we are right in saying that the 
Solicitors Bill, promoted by the Council to enable the society, 
as Registrar of Solicitors, to refuse to issue certificates to 
solicitors who are undischarged bankrupts, has also become law. 


Lord Justice Romer. 


THERE Is, we are sorry to learn, a of a vacancy in the 
Court of Ap before the end of the approaching Long 
Vacation by the retirement of Lord Justice Romer. The matter 
has become so far public property that we think there can be no 
impropriety in ing to it. No doubt the learned Lord 
Justice has well earned the right to retirement, but as he is in 
the full vigour of his mental endowments, it would be a great 
satisfaction to the profession if he could be t to reconsider 
the intention which is imputed to him. At all events, we hope 
that, if he retires, it will only be to give his services as Lord of 
Appeal in the House of Lords. His in the Court of A 
would be a heavy one, and it is not easy to see how it could be 
satisfactorily supplied. 
Production of Original Affidavits on Appeal 
from Chambers. 
Tue Master of the Rolls, upon the hearing of an appeal 
chambers, on the 11th of July, stated that the original affidavits 
were not in court, and that the rule of practice of the court 
wut 


that it was a condition precedent to the heari 
from chambers that the original affidavits 

The case i 
affidavits were 
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appeal, to have the original affidavits in court. The two 
appeals were, in the circumstances, allowed to proceed, the 
original affidavits being brought into court during the hearing, 
but at the same time, the Master of the Rolls gave warning that 
in future they would have to adjourn appeals, where the above 
rule was not complied with, at the cost of the solicitor. 


The Long Vacation. 


It sxems probable that the present Long Vacation will be the 
last under the existing regulations. We believe that the balance 
both of judicial and professional opinion is in favour of a change 
in the direction of an earlier cessation of the Trinity sittings, 
and that there is also a great preponderance of opinion in both 
branches of the profession in favour of shortening the vacation. 
There would indeed, in our view, be little advantage in merely 
moving forward for a fortnight or so the beginning of a 
vacation of the accustomed length; the somewhat trying condi- 
tions under which men have had to work in August of this year 
are not likely to frequently occur, and what has been endured 
for generations might be continued without much inconvenience. 
But if, in addition to an earlier commencement, we could have a 
substantial shortening of the holiday, there would be a great 
advantage to suitors and members of the legal profession. 
Judges, counsel, and solicitors, fresh from their rambles, would 
devote themselves to their work during October (generally one 
of the best months of the year in London) with redoubled 
energy ; arrears would be reduced, and work would be better 
done. We have strong hopes that, with the present Lord 
Chancellor to push forward a well-considered scheme, we may 
have next year a Long Vacation which, while reasonably long for 
ensuring the refreshment of judges and practitioners, will secure 
a substantial addition to the sittings of the Courts. 


The Trade Disputes Bill. 


Tue Trave Disputes Bill has been issued as amended in 
Committee of the House of Commons, and its further progress is 
likely to be one of the chief items in the business of the Autumn 
Session. Each of its four clauses disposes of some question 
which has been prominent in recent discussion and litigation. 
The first deals with civil liability for conspiracy. It was enacted 
by section 3 of the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 
1875, that ‘‘an agreement or combination by two or more per- 
sons to do or procure to be done any act in contemplation or 
furtherance of a trade dispute between employers and workmen 
shall not be indictable as a conspiracy if such act committed 
by one person would not be punishable as a crime.” But 
this did not touch the question of liability for conspiracy 
in a civil action, and Quinn vy. Leatham (50 W. R. 139; 1901, 
A. C. 495) suggested that such liability might assume the 
prominence which was formerly accorded to criminal liability. 
Apparently, however, the mere fact of conspiring should 
have no more effect in one forum than the other, and 
clause 1 of the Trade Disputes Bill adds to section 3 of 
the Act of 1875 the following new paragraph: “An act 
done in pursuance of an agreement or combination by two or 
pried sg am shall, if done in contemplation or furtherance of 
a dispute, not be actionable unless the act, if done without 
any such agreement or combination, would be actionable as a 
tort.” Clause 2 deals with the question raised by Lyons v. Wilkins 
(47 W. BR. 291; 1899, 1 Ch. 255), and proposes to legalize 

efal picketing. Picketing is in general terms forbidden 
by section 7 of the Act of 1875, which makes it an offence 
if any m, with a view to compel any other person 
to abstain from doing or to do any act which such other 
person has a legal right to do or abstain from doing, 
watches or besets the house or premises of such other person; 
but there is a proviso which authorizes the attending at or near 
such house or premises merely to obtain or communicate 
information. Picketing, however, exists not for the purpose of 
obtaining or communicating information, but for the purpose of 
influencing workmen who are at work upon the premises; and 
sey a persuasion was held in Lyons y. Wilkins to be no excuse 

r conduct which, under the name of watching and besetting, was 


forbidden by the statute. Clause 2 ex y authorizes persons 


nee do in a reasonable manner at or near 4 


where a person resides or works or carries on 





business or happens to be, if they so attend merely for the 
purpose of obtaining or communicating information or of 
persuading any person to work or abstain from working.” jr 
Cuarzzs Ditxe’s amendment to exempt picketing from the lay 
of nuisance was defeated by a marrow majority, so that 
possibly even peaceful picketing will remain liable to be hit 
at under this head. ' 


The Exemption of Trade Unions from Liability, 


Crause 3 of the Trade Disputes Bill carries very far the 
legalization of competition in trade which, as a general princi 
was sanctioned by the Mogul case (40 W. R. 337; 1892, A. 0, 
25). It provides that ‘‘an act done by a person in contempla. 
tion or furtherance of a trade dispute shall not be actionable as 
a tort on the ground only that it induces some other person t 
break a contract of employment, or that it is an interfereng 
with the trade, business, or employment of some other person, or 
with the right of some other person to dispose of his capital or 
his labour as he wills.” To explain the full effect of the clause 
it would be necessary to explore the reasoning to be found in 
the judgments in such famous cases as Lumley v. Gye (2 E. & 
B. 216), Bowen v. Hall (6 Q. B. D. 333), Zemperton v. Russell 
(41 W. R. 565; 1893, 1 Q. B. 715), and the Mogul cas, 
If it passes, all that has been said about interference with 
contracts and with obtaining contracts, and interference with 
the calling of another, will, so far as trade disputes are 
concerned, be obsolete. Still more important, perhaps, is 
clause 4, which is intended definitely to put an end to the 
liability of trade unions, and to oo the recurrence of any- 
thing like the Zaf’ Vale case (50 W.R. 44; 1901, A. ©. 426), 
that famous Vacation exercise of Lord Justice Fanwe.. The 
clause, as it stands in the amended Bill, runs: “An action 
against a trade union, or any branch thereof, whether of work- 
men or masters, or against any members or officials thereof on 
behalf of themselves and all other members of the trade union, 
for the recovery of damages for any tortious act alleged to have 
been committed by or on behalf of the trade union, shall not 
be entertained by any court.” This renders superfluous any dis- 
cussion of the separation of the provident fund of a trade union 
from its fighting fund, and it is interesting to refer to the 
comment made in the Trade Disputes Report upon such 8 
proposal: “ That vast and powe institutions should be per- 
manently licensed to apply the funds they possess to do wrong 
to others, and by that wrong inflict upon them damage, pe 
to the amount of many thousand pounds, and yet not be lia 
to make redress out of those funds, would be a state of thi 
opposed to the very idea of law and order and justice.” We 
must leave it, however, to the politician to reconcile such & 
statement with the present clause. The services which trade 
unions have rendered to workmen as a whole, and through them 
to the State, and the special reasons which may justify the claim 
for exemption from liability, are outside our province. 


Covenants on Sales of Goodwills. 


THE ORDINARY covenant which is entered into by the vendorol 
the goodwill of a business requires that, within the stipulated 
limits and for the stipulated period, he shall not, either alone 
or jointly with other persons, directly or indirectly, carry a 
or be engaged or concerned or interested in any business of 
the same nature as that which is sold. The wide scope of 
these words and the ramification of modern businesses, under 
which a man may be in some remote way connected with 4 
succession of businesses which have relations amongst each 
other, make it difficult sometimes to say whether or no the 
covenant has been violated, and an instance of this occurred it 
the recent case of William Cory & Son (Limited) v. Harris 
(1906, A. O. ere The respondent Harrison was, in 1896, 
carrying on the business of a coal merchant both as a home 
business and as an export business. In that year he sold the 
home business to the appellants Wir11am Cory & Son, and 
covenanted that he would not, solely or jointly with any other 
person, either directly or indirectly, carry on or be engaged 
or concerned or interested in the coal trade in any part 
Great Britain or Ireland. This left Hannison with his 


export business, which, in 1898, he sold to a company J. & 0. 
Harniso (Limited), and received the purchase-money ia 
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shares. That company in turn sold its business in 1901, and 


instalments over a considerable number of years. The purchasers 
commenced to carry on a home business as well as an export 
business, and thereupon the appellants alleged that Harrison 
was committing a breach of his covenant, and claimed an 
injunction and damages. They have failed, however, successively 
before Joyon, J., in the Court of Appeal, and in the House of 
lords. Harnrison, it will be seen, had shares in, and was 
therefore, of course, interested in the business carried on by, 
the company who purchased from him; but they did not carry 
on the home business, and therefore, as far as they were con- 
cerned, there was no breach of covenant. And, as to the 
ultimate purchasers, Harrison was on the footing of a creditor 
only, and was not, as such, interested in the business carried on 
by them within the meaning of the covenant. ‘‘ Although,” 
said Lord Haxssvury, ©., ‘“‘in a certain sense every creditor is 
interested in the solvency of his debtor, and in that sense there 
is an interest, that is not the sort of interest that is contemplated 
by this covenant.” So even the extremely general words of the 
covenant have their limit. 


Foreign Companies and Income Tax. 
Tue pecrsion of the House of Lords in De Beers Consolidated 
Mines v. Howe (ante, p. 666), upholding the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal (1905, 2 K. B. 612), affirms the principle that a 
company which is controlled in this country is resident here for the 
purpose of paying income tax. Under section 2, Schedule D, of 
the Income Tax Act, 1853, the tax is imposed on the annual profits 
or gains arising to “‘ any person residing in the United Kingdom 
from any profession, trade, employment, or vocation, whether 
the same shall be respectively carried on in the United Kingdom 
or elsewhere.” In the case of a company “ residence ” has to 
be determined by a different test from that which applies in the 
case of an individual, and in Cesena Sulphur Co. v. Nicholson 
(20 W. R. 71, 1 Ex. D. 428) it was held that a company 
resided in this country when its general meetings were 
held here, and the directors exercised their powers here 
and controlled from this country the working of its foreign 
mines. And in Goers § Co. v. Bell (1904, 2 K. B. 136) it was 
held that this result was not affected by the fact that the 
company was registered abroad. There the company was 
registered at Pretoria to deal in and develop property in South 
Africa. But the head office was in London, where also the 
directors usually met, and where most matters of importance 
were usually decided. In the present case of De Beers 
Consolidated Mines v. Howe also the company was registered 
abroad, and it was contended in the House of Lords that this 
determined the ‘residence’. of the company. But the conten- 
tion did not prevail. A company, said the Lord Chancellor, 
cannot eat ‘ak sleep, but it can keep house and do business, 
and by these tests its place of residence is to be determined. 
Foreign registration no more determines residence in the 
case of a company than foreign nationality in the 
ease of an individual. An individual who, by residing 
here, obtains the benefit of English Government, must con- 
tribute to its maintenance, and so must a company which is 
managed here. Otherwise, it was pointed out, it might have its 
chief seat of management and its centre of trading in England, 
under the protection of English law, and yet escape the appro- 
priate taxation by the simple expedient of being registered 
abroad. A company resides for the purposes of income tax where 
its real business is carried on, and its real business is carried on 
where the central management and control are actually to be 
found. Upon the facts it was held that the De Beers Oo. resided 
here, and hence its profits are liable to be taxed in this country. 
The nature of the case excludes the application of Colquhoun v. 
Brooks (88 W. R. 289, 14 App. Cas. 493), under which a 
resident here who is interested in, but takes no part in the 
management of, a business carried on abroad, pays only on the 
Profits which he actually receives in this country. 


Compensation Under the Lands Clauses Act. 


A txaryxp correspondent, referring to the decision in Rez v. 
Mountford, Ex parte London United Tramways (Limited), which 


the Lands Clauses Act for property taken under compulsory 
poves, one of the most dificult matters is to pia how 
ar compensation is payable for lands “ injuriously affected.” 
It seems to be well established by the decided cases that, where 
no pro is taken, the owner of land which is depreciated in 
value by the existence and user of works authorized by Parlia- 
ment on yr ose land has no right to compensation for the 
injurious affecting of hisland. But if any property is taken, 
then the owner has a right to be compensated for the deprecia- 
tion of his remaining pro by the authorized user of the 
land taken. The chief authority for the first of these proposi- 
tions is, of course, Brand v. The Hammersmith Railway Co. (18 
W. R. 12, L. R. 4 H. L. 171), and for the second Cowper 
Essex v. Acton Local Board (38 W. R. 209, 14 A. 0. 153). Now 
in Rex v. Mountford the respondent was the owner of certain 
remises fronting on to a street along which the company 
obtained powers by Act of Parliament to lay a tramway. 
It was, however, provided that such tramway should not be 
opened for traffic until the streets through which it was to pass 
had been widened to a certain width. Under this Act the tram- 
way was constructed without in any way touching the respondent’s 
land. By a subsequent Act power was given to the company to 
compulsorily acquire a portion of the forecourt of the respondent’s 
premises in order to carry out the widening of the street, which 
it was necessary to effect before the tramway could be used. A 
sheriff’s jury then awarded the — compensation under 
two heads—first, the value of the land actually taken and the 
depreciation of the remainder by severance; and second, the 
injurious affection of the land retained by the respondent by the 
company’s legal user of the tramway. The company then took 
steps to get rid of this verdict by certiorari proceedings, and 
the High Court held that the jury had exceeded their juris- 
diction in awarding com ion under the second head, and 
quashed the verdict. ‘It will be seen at once that this case 
takes a position midway between the two older cases mentioned 
above. The respondent’s land was taken, but not directly 
for the p of the company; and on no part of 
the land taken was the tramway laid, neither was any of the 
land taken retained by the company. It is clear that the 
tramway might have been authorized where it is without the 
respondent having any right to compensation for the injurious 
affection of his property by the passing of the trams. His land 
was taken to widen the street; and possibly this object might 
have been attained by taking some of his opposite neighbour’s 
land instead of his, the tramway being in the same place. If 
this had been done, he would have suffered just as much from 
the user of the tramway, but would have been deprived of none 
of his property. On the whole, it is probable that the decision 
of the court is right; but no one can doubt that the point is by 
no means clear, and it would be rash to with any 
confidence how the House of Lords will deal with it, if it ever 
reaches that tribunal. 


Liability for Costs of Formation of a Company. 


Tue pecision of the Court of Appeal in Re English and 
Colonial Produce Co. (Limited) (ante, p. 595) di of the 
doctrine that a company will render itself liable in equity for 
work done prior to its formation if it adopts and obtains the 
advantage of the work. The doctrine was apparently laid down 
in clear terms by Mzuuisn, L.J., in delivering the judgment of 
the Court of A: in Re Hereford, §e., i 2 Co. (2 Ch. D. 
621). There Watrsr, an acoountant, and a solicitor, had 
performed services in getting up and registering the company, 
and in the winding up they claimed payment for these services. 
Metuisx, L.J., pointed out that they had no legal ground for 
maintaining an action against the company, because the company 
was not in existence at the time when the services were 
rmed, and though the articles of association gave 
the directors authority to pay the costs, these did not 
constitute a contract to them as between the company and 
Heap and Watrsr. “ We Bond ——. Fs colons 
“that if the com can ly be consi to have ado: 
and derived benett from those serviws, they would in equity be 
bound to for them, and Mr. Hxap Mr, Watrsr would 
be entitled to prove for them.” 





We discussed last week, says: In assessing compensation under 
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ment, and possibly the nature of the claim was not scanned so 
carefully as it otherwise would have been. The contention that 
a company was bound to pay for services of which it had had 
the benefit was put rst and was rejected in Re Rotherham 
Alum Co. (25 Ch. D. 103), at any rate where the work had been 
done on the retainer of individuals, to whom, therefore, the persons 
performing the services would be entitled to look for payment. 
The case was distinguished from Re Hereford, §c., Engineering Co. 
(suprd) upon the ground that there the services were not 
done on the retainer of any other person who was liable to pay 
for them. But the present case.of Re English and Colonial 
Produce Co. (Limsted) goes further and deprives the dictum of 
Metusz, L.J., of all authority. Here also, as in Re Rotherham 
Alum Co., the claimants, who were the solicitors who had acted 
in the formation and registration of the company, had been 
retained by individuals, and it was held that they must look for 
payment to these individuals alone. But, apart from this 
circumstance, Vaucuan Wituams, L.J., disclaimed altogether 
the doctrine of the company’s equitable liability propounded in 
Re Hereford, &c., Engineering Co. He pointed out that that 
doctrine had never been actually applied, and that there was no 
binding authority for the proposition that because a company 
took the benefit of work done under a contract it could be held 
liable for expenses incurred before its formation. The obvious 
moral is that solicitors who act in the formation of a company 
should make it quite clear that the promoters are under personal 
liability for their costs. 


How Far Ancient Lights are Affected by Rebuilding 
the Premises. 

Hovses nave been recently demolished in the principal 
thoroughfares of London for the purpose of erecting blocks of 
residential flats on the vacant ground, and questions have arisen 
as to how far the ancient lights are preserved for the benefit of 
the new buildings. It cannot, of course, be supposed that the new 
lights will exactly coincide with those which formerly existed. 
How far the owner of an easementof lighting canalter his windows 
and still claim protection for the new as substitutes for the old, 
cannot be said to be quite clear inlaw. It has been thought 
that the easement acquired by an old house pulled down belongs 
to the new house, aaa can be retained beyond dispute by the 
simple expedient of making some of the new windows overlap 
the spaces formerly occupied by the old ones; drawings 
of the old windows having been preserved. It may be that 
the new building is entirely different in character from the 
old building, and is lighted by windows of an entirely 
different kind. But if the new windows occupy positions 
where they would receive a considerable portion of the 
light which went into the old windows, it cannot, we think, 
be presumed that there is any intention on the part of the 
building owner to abandon the light which he formerly had. 
In a case which was recently heard before Mr. Justice War- 
kINGTos, the purchaser of Cambridge House, at the corner of 
Park-lane, who was erecting a large block of flats on the site of the 
mansion, applied for an injunction to restrain the owner of the 
premises opposite from building so as to interfere with the light 
enjoyed by the windows of the ancient part of the premises. 
The learned judge gave judgment for the defendants. We have 
not seen any full report of the case, but it might easily have 
raised questions of novelty and interest. 


Commission on Sales as Wages. 

Commercial TRAVELLERS should notice a decision of Bionam, 
J., in Re Klein, Ex parte Goodwin (ants, p. 577), which is of 
considerable importance to them. robably nearly all com- 
mercial travellers are paid partly by fixed payments and partly 
by commission. In this case a traveller had been in the 
employment of the bankrupt, and was paid £2 a week and 
& commission on all business done for his employer. He 
usually drew £2 10s. each week, and allowed the rest of his 
commission to accumulate until he wanted it. At the date of 
the receiving order against the employer, there was owing to 
the traveller in respect of commission a sum of about £24 which 
had accumulated within the preceding four months. For this sum 
he proved in the bankruptey, and claimed that it should be paid to 
him in full as a preferential debt. It is provided by the Preferential 


——— 
Payments in Bankruptcy Act, 1888, that there shall be paid ip © 


priority to other debts (inter alia) the wages or salary of any 
clerk or servant in respect of services rendered to the bank. 
rupt during four months before the date of the receiving order, 
not exceeding £50. The trustee refused to treat this com. 
mission as coming under the head of “ wages or salary.” The 
judge, however, decided in favour of the creditor. A’ contrary 
decision would have involved great hardship. It is essential in 
many occupations that remuneration should depend more or legg 
on industry and success. When a workman in a factory is paid 
by the piece, such payments are wages. Now, in the case of 
travellers it is almost necessary to make remuneration depend op 
success. Otherwise, the employer would have no hold on hig 
servant, who might idle his time away in distant towns safe 
from any sort of supervision. To obviate such mischief, the 
traveller is paid a commission on the orders he obtains, and ip 
principle such payments are similar to payments by piecework, 
A traveller in the exclusive service of one firm is clearly the 
servant of that firm; and if he is paid partly by weekly wages 
and partly by commission, it is not easy to see why this com. 
mission is not to be regarded as salary in respect of services 
rendered. 


Revocation of Licence to Enter Premises. 


A cnarce of assault heard by one of the metropolitan police 
magistrates was founded upon the fact that the complainant, a 
French lady, had received notice to leave the premises of 4 
philanthropic institution in which she had been received asa 
guest, and, having declined to leave, was forcibly put out by 
those who had the management of the institution. It is obvious 
to anyone acquainted with the elementary principles of law that 
in a similar dispute the only remedy of the licensee whose 
licence has been revoked is to have recourse to legal proceedings, 
but the opinion appears to prevail that the licence has really 
conferred an estate; that possession is nine points of the law, 
and that something is gained by a firm refusal to recognize the 
revocation of the licence. Cases will be remembered wher 
gentlemen, after the passing of a resolution expelling them from 
a club, have endeavoured to force their way into the clubhouse 
instead of resorting to the peaceful remedy of an injunction, 
Members of Parliament have acted in a similar manner im 
defiance of the resolution of a majority of the House and the 
order of the Speaker. We have often thought that something 
might be gained if an inspector of police were authorized to 
superintend the eviction of persons from premises which they 
do not appear to occupy as tenants, leaving them full liberty t 
enforce their rights in a court of law. 








‘* Many years ago at the Exeter Assizes,” says a writer in Notes an 
Queries, ‘‘ a witness had been describing something that had happened on 
the high road, and, being pressed for further details, replied, ‘I couldn’ 
see no more’n what I’ve a said, because the “‘pillum’” did viee #0, 
‘ Pillum ?’ exclaimed his lordship to the examining counsel, ‘ why, what 
is ‘‘ pillum’’?’ ‘ Really, my lord, I don’t know.’ Then—to the witness: 
‘Tell his lordship what you mean by “‘ pillum.’”’’ ‘Oh, m’Lard, m’Lard 
Why, everyone do knaw what “ pillum”’ is.’ ‘But, my good man,’ bis 
lordship said, ‘ I don’t know what “‘ pillum’’ is, and L must ask you # 
explain to me.’ At last the witness gasped out, ‘ Look’ee here, m’Lard 
Sir, you do know what muck is, don’t ’ee?’ ‘Yes,’ his lordship replied, 
‘I think 1 know what muck is.’ ‘ Well, then,’ jerked out the witness, 
much relieved, ‘ when muck do drowy, that there’s ‘‘ pillum.’’’”’ 


Mr. Justice Grantham, after spending the week-end at Harrogate, left 
there on Monday morning for Leeds in order to resume business there # 
11 o'clock. It was, however, ten minutes to 12 when he reached the 
court. Apologizing for having detained the court, he said there was not only 
the delay natural, he supposed, to Bank Holiday, but also an example 
the dangers which were caused by people throwing things out of carriagt 
windows. As they were coming along from Ripon someone in a passing 
train threw a bottle out of a window which just caught the edge of the 
window of the carriage in which he was travellifg. A piece of the gias 
struck him in the face. Shortly afterwards the glass of the lamp burst 
To these combined misfortunes another was added. As the learned jade 
said: ‘* We thought we ought to find out who threw the thing out of 
other train, and pulled the alarm signal. I need hardly tell you that the 
alarm signal would not work. We pulled the chain right down. 
train stopped afterwards, and at Arthington Viaduct the guard came 
saw our carriage strewn with plese, and, there being no glass on the lamp, 
the gas went on burning until the wind blew it out. Then he could a 
turn that off, and there was an escape of gas to add to the perils of the 








journey.”’ 
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a 
Payments to Trustees of Deeds of 


Assignment. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in Davis v. Petrie ( Times, 
6th inst.) emphasizes the rule, clearly deducible from the pro- 
yisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, that no payment should 
be made to the trustee of a deed of assignment until his title 
has been validated by the lapse of three months without a 
receivership order being made against the debtor; but the case 
shews that the rule may be very unjust in practice, and it is 
unfortunate that a different result was not found possible. The 
sections upon which it is based are well known. Under section 
43 the bankruptcy of a debtor is to be deemed to relate back to, 
and to commence at, the time of the act of bankruptcy being 
committed on which a receiving order is made against him, 
or if there are several acts of bankruptcy it relates back to 
the first committed within three months before the date of 
the presentation of the bankruptcy petition; and this date 
consequently fixes the time at which the trustee’s title to all 
the debtor’s property accrues. Now, an assignment by the 
debtor of his property to a trustee for the benefit of his creditors 
generally is itself an act of bankruptcy, and is available by any 
creditor for three months as a ground for a bankruptcy petition ; 
so that if such a petition is presented within that period and a 
receiving order is made, the deed is necessarily upset, and any 
transaction under it, unless specially protected, is void. Such 
special protection must be sought, if anywhere, in section 49, 
which enacts that nothing in the Act shall invalidate (inter alia) 
any payment to the bankrupt—which presumably would include 
a payment to the trustee as his assignee—provided that the 
payment takes place before the date of the receiving order, and 
that the person by whom it is made has not at the time of pay- 
ment notice of any available act of bankruptcy committed by the 
bankrupt. But this second requirement cannot from the nature 
of the case be complied with. The trustee of the deed of 
assignment, in making his claim to receive debts due to the 
debtor, gives notice of the act of bankruptcy committed by the 
execution of the deed, and his claim is on its face defective until 
the necessary three months have elapsed without bankruptcy 
supervening. Hence a debtor of the bankrupt who pays the 
trustee during this interval pays at his own risk. 
This was the decision of the Divisional Court and the Court 
of Appeal in Davis vy. Petrie (supra). On the 5th of June, 
1908, one Watson executed a deed whereby he assigned all his 
property to Arrorp for the benefit of all his creditors, The 
efendant, Mrs. Perrie, was at that time indebted to Watson, who 
was a builder, in the sum of £21 for work done for her by him. 
On the 6th of June Arrorp by letter informed her that he had 
been appointed trustee of the deed of assignment and required 
ayment of the £21. She paid him the amount on the 12th of 
une. Arrorp received other sums under the deed, amounting 
altogether to about £500, and made certain payments. A 
petition was presented against Warson alleging the execution 
of the deed of assignment as an act of bankruptcy, and a 
receiving order was made on the 20th of August. This was 
followed by an adjudication of bankruptey on the 9th of 
September. The official receiver, acting as the trustee in 
bankruptcy, asked Avrorp for an account and payment of 
money in his hands, and the latter on the 3rd of September 
sent him £100. Apparently this was all that was paid over hy 
Arrorp, and Davis, who was afterwards appointed trustee in the 
ruptey, claimed that the £100 did not include the £21 paid 
by the defendant, and, upon the ground that payment to the 
trustee under the deed of assignment was not a d discharge 
of the debt, he commenced the action to recover the £21. 


For the reasons given above, the claim was apparently well 
grounded. The judge of the Brompton County Court, however, 
gave judgment for Vrs. Perris. He admitted that the literal 
construction of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, was in favour of the 
pone, but the argument ad inconvenienti was strongly against 

» and the judge—-why do the reports carefully suppress his 
name ?—held that, although the deed of assignment was nullified 


: similar injusticn. A deed of assi 
y the occurrence of the bankruptey within three months, yet/ and is a 


rightly done under it. But the Divisional Court and the 
Court of Appeal have found no reason in the Act for this 
exception. It was urged in the Divisional Oourt that, if the 
trustee of the deed of assignment had sued the defendant for 
the £21, there would have been no answer to the claim; and that 
until the deed was avoided, the trustee acting under it for the 
general body of creditors could properly sue. But to this the 
court replied that the trustee had a title which would ex hypothesi 
come to an end if an act of bankruptcy took place, and the deed 
was itself an act of bankruptcy. Any action, therefore, brought 
by the trustee within the months would have been met by 
the defence that his title was not complete. 

In the Court of Appeal no attempt seems to have been made 
to contest the obvious construction of the Bankruptcy Act, but 
it was contended that the trustee in bankruptcy by election 
limited himself to his remedies against the trustee of the deed 
of assignment. He might either, it was said, treat the trustee 
under the deed as his agent to collect the debts, and call upon 
him to account for the moneys collected, in which case he would 
affirm the deed; or, if he elected to treat the deed as void, he 
might treat the trustee under it as a tres , and claim as 

an account of the value of the property which he had 


converted, The ent is founded yay Ez parte Vaughan 
(14 Q. B. D. 25). that case, as in the present, a deed of 
assignment had been followed by bankruptcy, and the official 


receiver claimed from the trustee under the deed of assignment 
certain moneys which he had received. The trustee claimed to. 
deduct his expenses of carrying on the bankrupt’s business. The 
court put it to the official receiver that he must treat the trustee 
either as his agent or as a trespasser. ‘‘If,” said Sreruey, J., 
“you choose to accept him as your agent, you will be entitled to an 
account of the carrying on of the business, and the profit which 
he has made, or ought to have made. If, on the other hand, 
you treat him as a er and claim reparation for the 
wrong he has done you, I think you can only have ae 
for that of which he took wrongful possession.” e official 
receiver elected to treat the trustee as a trespasser and conse- 
quently he was liable only for compensation as just stated. 

In the present case it was alleged that the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy, by calling on the trustee under the deed of assignment 
for an account, and accepting from him £100, had elected to 
treat the trustee under the deed as his mt, and was conse- 
quently debarred from questioning the validity of the payment 
made by the defendant to such agent. The allegation suggested 
a plausible way of meeting the difficulty raised by the case, but 
the Court of Appeal would not allow that the receipt by the 
trustee in bankruptcy of a sum on account was an election by 
him to adopt the entire transaction so as to constitute the 
trustee of the deed his agent in of all moneys received. 
The doctrine of election, said Vavenan Wruuass, LJ., 
applied as between two persons, one of whom had elected to act 
upon one of two alternative views of his rights, and in such a 
case he could not as against the other person, or any one 
claiming under him, recur to the inconsistent alternative view of 
his rights. But when dealing with a third person, as in the 
present case, who was no party to the election, it was a question 
of fact, aye or no, was the trustee under the deed the agent of 
the trustee in bankruptcy, and the mere fact that the trustee in 
bankruptcy had elected to adopt one part of the transaction by 
taking over certain money collected and acquired by the trustee 
under the deed for the estate, and treating it as part of the 
bankrupt’s estate, did not affect the right of the trustee in 
bankruptcy as against third parties who had nothing to say 
to it. 

In point of fact, the trustee of the deed was not the agent of the 
trustee in bankruptcy, nor was it shewn that the £100 which was 
id over included the £21 paid by the defendant, or any part of it. 
ence the result remained that the defendant had paid the £21 
to a person who was not entitled to receive it, and she was liable 
to pay the amount over again to the trustee in bankruptey. But 
while this is inevitable, having regard to the provisions of the 
Bankruptoy Act, 1883, it may be suggested that the Act 
ought to be amended so as to vent a ee of 
ent is perfectly legal, 
ized mode by which debtors 





the nullification was impliedly subject to an exception of acts 
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expense of bankru roceedings. The trustee under 
the deed has a primd Tae title which should protect all transac- 
tions properly done under it, at any rate up to a certain limit. 
It cannot be expected that every debtor for a small amount who 
is ealled upon to pay by the trustee under such a deed will 
incur the expense of taking legal advice and having inquiries 
made as to the trustee’s title. Ifit would be going too far to 
validate all payments made to the trustee, yet the Legislature 
might not unreasonably provide that sums up to £50 might be 
paid to a trustee under a deed of assignment without the person 
paying being under liability to pay the debt over again. 








The American Copyright Bill and 
the Australian Copyright Act. 


Wrrs the July number of the Author there are printed, as supple- 
ments, the American Copyright Bill “to amend and consolidate 
the Acts respecting copyright,” and the Australian Common- 
wealth ‘Copyright Act, 1905,” which was assented to (in 
Australia) on the 21st of December, 1905, and commences “ on 
a day to be fixed by proclamation.” As regards this Australian 
Act, there is also printed a letter from the Colonial Office by 
which it appears that the King “ will not be advised to exercise 
his powers of disallowance with respect to the Commonwealth 
Copyright Act, 1905.” It is believed that the proclamation by 
the Governor-General, necessary to bring the Act into operation, 
has not yet been made. 

Whether the American Bill eventually undergoes amendment 
or not before it becomes law, it will certainly be a convenient 
statement of the United States statute law on the subject, for, 
by section 64, “‘ all Acts and parts of Acts inconsistent herewith 
are hereby repealed, save and except section 4966 of the Revised 
Statutes, the provisions of which are hereby confirmed and con- 
tinued in force.” The unrepealed enactment relates to public 
representations infringing musical or dramatic copyright. There 
seems to be no chance of any relaxation of the present rule by 
which copyright can only be acquired in the United States for a 
British author if the book is actually printed within the territorial 
limits of the United States. 

The Australian Act is of interest to authors and lawyers 
in the United Kingdom for two reasons. In the first place, the 
pues of a Commonwealth Copyright Act is a distinct step 
tow unification of copyright law within the empire; in the 


next place, the Act iteelf is extremely well drafted, and may 
serve as an example to our powers that be and a model for our 
draftemen 


Just as Canada now legislates on the subject of copyright for 
the whole Dominion, and thereby makes segelliiion and 
reciprocal action between the Dominion and other parts of the 
empire easier, so for the future the whole of the Common- 
wealth of Australia will form, for the purpose of this 


negotiation and reci action, a single unit. The scheme 
of the Commonwealth Act is, however, to leave the State Copy- 
right Acts as these were at the time of the Commonwealth Act 
coming into operation, so that the State Acts cannot be wholly 
disregarded until all rights now enjoyed under them shall have 
expired by effluxion of time (section 8). The administration of 
the State Acts may be, but need not be, taken over by the 
Commonwealth Government (section 12); it is impossible to say 
whether this — Pate be a into effect. But the 
practical importance o tate Copyright Acts is almost certain 
t diminish rapidly, for under Part VL. (sections 62, 63), the owner 
of copyright under a State Act can at once obtain the benefit of the 
Commonwealth Act by registering under the Commonwealth 
Act; im 4 similar manner the owner of any other copyright 
—induding international copyright—may register in the Com- 
monwealth. “ Pirated” books are as the “ reproduc- 
tion” aur yd “without the authority of the owner of the copy- 
right, importation of pirated books is expressly for- 
bidden (sections 50, 61). The provisions of the Pe leo 
Oustoms Act, 1901, as to prohibited imports (section 52), are 
aleo expressly mate applicable to pirated hooks, &c. (section 61 , 
No attempt has been mate to follow the example of O 





with respect to the Fisher Act, passed in 1900 (63 & 64 Vict, ¢ 
25), by which tig: ber sem of books (evenif printed in another 
part of British dominions outside the United Kingdom) ig 
prohibited where a licence to reproduce the book in Canada 
has been granted. Nevertheless, in view of the analo 
between Canada and Australia with respect to the plenary 

owers of legislation conferred, upon the occasion of the 
Bovslness in the one case, and the States in the other, 
becoming federated, it is quite possible that serious questions 
may be raised as to the competency and effect of Australian 
legislation on copyright, such as have already heen raised in the 
case of Canadian legislation. An example of this will be found 
in Imperial Book Co. v. Black (1905, 21 T. L. R. 540), where the 
Canadian Acts and decisions are referred to. 

So far, however, the Australian Act does not seem tc require 
that any alteration should be made in the following statement, 
taken from MacGillivray on Copyright, at p. 190: ‘‘The result 
of the various enactments with reference to the colonies is that, 
as regards copying, every book first published in any part of the 
British dominions is protected in every other part of the British 
dominions. . . As to importation of copies, the result ig 
not so simple”; and the peculiar position of Canada is then 
noticed, and it is pointed out that in a few colonies foreign 
reprints can still be imported. 

Possibly, when the federation of South Africa is accomplished, 
and the number of legislative units to be settled with is 
diminished, a serious attempt will be made to bring into exist 
ence a single code of copyright law for the whole empire. Even 
before another federation is brought into existence, the next 
colonial conference may be expected to help the work on, 
Colonial authors would derive quite as much, if not more, benefit 
than would the English reader, from the establishment of a 
central copyright office in London. 

Turning now to the drafting of the new Australian Act, its 
neatly turned sentences and orderly arrangement form a 
pleasing contrast to the ill-drawn Copyright Act, 1842. There 
is little attempt at any real alteration in the law—one instance 
is the absence of any provision for compelling delivery of copies 
if the author does not choose to register—but many doubtfal 
questions are settled by the plain words of the Act which have 
only been elucidated from the Act of 1842 by judicial decision; 
whilst in other cases the Act plainly enacts what is even nowa 
matter of doubt. Section 13 (Copyright in Books) is as follows: 
‘**(1) The copyright in a book means the exclusive right to do, 
or authorize another person to do, all or any of the following 
things in respect of it: 

“ (a) To make copies of it; 

“ (6) To abridge it ; 

**(c) To translate it; 

‘“‘(d) In the case of a dramatic work, to convert it intos 
novel or other non-dramatic work ; 

**(¢) In the case of a novel or other non-dramatic work, #0 
convert it into a dramatic work; and 

‘*( f) In the case of a musical work, to make any new 
adaptation, transposition, arrangement, or setting of it, or 
of any part of it, in any notation. 

‘©(2) Copyright shall subsist in every book, whether the 
author is a British subject or not, which has been printed from 
type set up in Australia, or from plates or negatives made ia 
Australia, in cases where type is not necessarily used, and has 
after the commencement of this Act been published in Australia, 
before or simultaneously with its first publication elsewhere.” 

The criticism on section 18 of the Oopyright Act, 1842 
(relating to encyclopmdias, magazine articles, &c.), in Copinger 
on Oo yright (4th ed.), 99, is: “This is an exceedingly ill 
drafted and puzzling section, and many difficult questions aris 
as to its construction.” The subject is dealt with in sections 2! 
to 23 of the Australian Act, of which it will be sufficient to quote 
section 23 " Copyright in articles pint in periodicals with 
out valuable consideration”): ‘The author of any article com 
tributed without valuable consideration to, and first published ia, 
a periodical, shall be entitled to copyright in the article as & 
separate work.” The distinction between copyright and owner 
ship of the book or work of art is plainly laid down, as, 
instance, section 43 is: ‘ The co nee Br in an artistic work 
the ownership of the artistic werk shall be deemed to be distine 
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ies for the purposes of ownership, assignment, licence, | A Handbook of Legal Intended for the Use of the 


transmission, and all other purposes.” 
These quotations will serve to shew the style of the draftsman- 


ship of the Australian Act. 








Reviews. 


Landlord and Tenant. 


QurLINE oF THE LAw OF LANDLORD AND TENANT: Srx LEcTURES 
DELIVERED AT THE REQUEST OF THE CouNnoIL OF LEGAL Epvoa- 
mon. By Ep@ar Fo, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & 
Sons (Limited). 
Mr. Foa is known as an authority on the law of Landlord and 

Tenant from his very complete and able book on the subject, and in 

the present set of lectures he has given a concise exposition of 

this important branch of the law. Most prominent, perhaps, of 

recent cases on the subject is Walsh v, Lonsdale (21 Ch Dd. 9) 

which completely altered the legal effect of an agreement 

for a lease, and Mr. Foa has some interesting remarks to 

make upon this case, and also upon Foster v. Reeves (1892, 2 

Q. B. 255), which placed an important limitation upon its effect. 

He suggests that, having regard to section 89 of the Judicature Act, 

1873, which enables inferior courts to grant in all causes within their 

jurisdiction, full equitable relief, there was really no need to exclude 

Walsh v. Lonsdale from county court claims for rent within that 

jurisdiction, even though the property exceeded £500 in value. The 

frequent references in his pages to quite recent cases—such as Re 

Nisbet and Potts’ Contract (54 W. R 286) on restrictive covenants, and 

Stuart v. Joy (1904, 1 K. B. 362) on the continued liability of the 

lessor on his covenants after he has parted with the reversion, shew 

that the courts are busy with the adjustment of the legal relations 
arising out of leases, and the student can only keep himself up to 
date by continual attention. Practitioners, too, will have their 
knowledge usefully revived and supplemented by a perusal of Mr. 
Foa’s lectures, 





Solicitors’ Book-keeping. 
BooK-KEEPING FOR SOLICITORS: WITH A SPECIMEN SET oF Books. 
on WHITTEM Hawkins, Chartered Accountant, Henry Good 
n. 


The multiplicity of a solicitor's receipts and payments, and the 
variety of the matters with which he has to deal, make correct book- 
keeping a matter of vital importance, and the whole subject is dealt 
with by Mr. Hawkins with admirable lucidity, Valuable features of 
the book are the forms of account which illustrate the text, and the 
specimen set of books which are ingeniously inserted at the end 
80 as to open out and enable the reader to follow them while keeping 
the text before him. The first part of the book explains in order 
the different books which should be kept, and concludes with an 
explanation and criticism of the Dual Account system, or the 
separation of solicitors and clients’ money. It is interesting to 
note Mr, Hawkins’ comment on the system. ‘ While,” he says 
“there is no doubt that this course has much to recommend it, it is 
Open to the objection that, when strictly applied to every transaction 
however trifling in amount, it gives rise to complications, and that 
the system is very likely to break down unless a skilled book-keeper 
is in charge of the books or available for reference when knotty points 
arise. Thus, while professional accountants urge the desirability of 
the Dual Account system, solicitors for the most part do not adopt it, 
amply because of the book-keeping difficulties and additional entries 
to which it gives rise.’ But notwithstanding objections, it has 
obvious advantages in enabling the solicitor to know at any moment 
+ te he stands with regard to clients’ moneys, and naturally Mr. 

wkins wraly urges the separation of trust funds, The chapter 
in which he discusses the mode of keeping and adjusting the two 
separated accounts should prove interesting and vebustio to solicitors. 





Books of the Week. 


The Companies Act, 1862 to 1900. Table A (Revised 1906) : 
Beng the Regulations for the Management of a Company Limited by 
hares published in the London Gazette of the Slet of Fal , 1906, in 
Pursuance of the Power Conferred on the Board of Trade by Neotion 
st of the Companies Act, 1862, with Preface by F. Gennaowann, 
me K.C., and Introduction, Notes, and Oommenta by D. @. 
MMANT, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Law Magazine and Review: A Quarterly Review of Juris- 


Medicine. 
~~ Profession. By WiittaM Seriers, M.D. (Lond.), Barrister 
at-Law. Manchester: At the University Press. 








Correspondence. 


Appeal to the Local Government Board under 
Section 268 of the Public Health Act, 1875. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—A rural district council obtained authority from the Local 
Government Board to set in action the provisions of the Public Health 
Act, calling on the a to a road to make up the road, pave, 
drain, &c., and in the way the council served notices requiring 
this to be done, and on default by the owners, had the works done 
and gave the proper notices requiring the owners to pay for the 

costs of the road, according to the frontages. 

There always had been an existing highway, but the owners on 
either side had added to this highway a — land at each side, thus 
widening it, and there is no doubt that the decisions this old 
highway became a new street for the purpose of rendering the 
owners liable for making it up, anyhow as to a certain rtion. 

On inquiring as to how the final apportionment had made up 
and charged on owners of considerable property in the road (the amount 
apportioned on them being over £900), the owners were informed that 
the district council had the whole of the expenses to the 
different frontagers, and had not charged any portion of the expenses 
to the district council in respect of the portion of the road which was 
acknowledged to be an old highway. This being the case, the 
owners in question appealed to the Local Government Board, 
forwarding a memorial in the usual way, pointing out the facts and 
asking that the district council should be ordered to pay that portion 
of making up of the road attributable to the old highway. If this had 
been acceded to, the amount assessed on the owners would have been 
reduced by a sum of between £200 and £300. 

The Local Government Board purported to decide the point without 
disclosing to the owners who presented the memorial what case the 
district council had made out against such memorial, or what had 
been stated by the district council. This course on the part of the 
Local Government Board is utterly to all the decisions of the 
High Court of Justice, and is most unfair to the memorialists. 

A copy of the co: dence which has passed on this matter 
between the solicitor to the owners and the Local Government Board 
is sent herewith, omitting the names. Ww. 
The following is the correspondence referred to : 

Copy letter from Local Government Board to Owners’ Solicitor. 

3rd May, 1906. 
Sir,—I am directed by the Local Government Board to forward to you 


the enclosed copies of the order which they have issued for determining 
an appeal made by the decision of the Rural District 


Sir,—I beg to otmonisten nates Coe letter of the 3rd instant with 
peep a of py ange —_— a b une 
for determ! e by against decision e 
Rural Semy eet 0 pg in the matter of the execution of certain 
works of street improvement. 

As I had heard nothing from your board subsequent to my communica- 
tion of the 20th of October last the receipt of the copy 
notice from the clerk to the district council i 
which the appeal was made, I at once comm 
ascertain whether he had board 
on the matter, and I very 
he had forwarded to the Board of Trade his answer to the memorial, 


has been sent to me, either by 

have I been informed that any ans 

district council had a full copy of = them, and indeed, 
in your letter to me of Sth : 

am also to inquire whether a copy 
the district council,”’ implying, of 
have a copy of such m . The 
course, have bed « onpy of the sep mame 
memorial, and [ must ask you to be good enough to 
copy of this dooument, and to re-open the appeal if, such 
document, it may be considered o- a further statement shouki be made 


by the person appealing.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, ae 
Copy letter from Secretary, Local aera Ly asi 
at >. ° 
Sir,—I am directed by the Local Government Board to te your 
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requirement that a copy of the memorial should be forwarded to the local | passing it shall initial the original order and the copy of it which j 
authority. filed 


The board do not consider that any useful purpose would be served by 
now sending you a copy of the observations of the rural district council 
upon the memorial, as the board could not undertake to re-open the 
appeal, or to reconsider their decision, which was arrived at after careful 
consideration of the whole matter.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) Nox. T. Kersnaw, Assistant Secretary. 
Copy letter to Local Government Board. 
24th May, 1906. 

Sir,—I duly received your letter of the 2ist inst., and, with all due 
deference I beg to submit that the Local Government Board, in giving 
their decision before completing the judicial inquiry they had before them, 
have been acting illegally, and not in accordance with their powers under 
the Public Health Act of 1875. 

To shew that this is so, I need only refer to the case of Penarth 
Local Board v. Local Government Board (reported in L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 
309). This was a decision of the Court of Appeal, which laid down 
that, in acti as an appeal authority under section 268 of the 
Public Health Act of 1875, the Local Government Board are acting as 
a judicial authority, and are bound to communicate the answer of the 
sanitary board against which the complaint is made, and to give the 
memorialist an opportunity of answering that reply. (See the judgment 
of Lord Justice Brett at the bottom of p. 321 and top of p. 322, wherein 
he says: ‘‘ But that they are bound to let the party who presented the 
memorial know what is the answer of the particular sanitary board against 
which he had complained, and to give him an opportunity of answering 
their answer to him, is to my mind obvious.’’) 

After this very clear statement of the law, I need not, I think, refer to 
other authorities which have carried the right of reply, if possible, further. 
It is evident that my client is entitled to be supplied with a copy of the 
answer of the rural district council to the memorial, and if on considering 
that it is thought that injustice has been done, to call upon your board to 
reconsider their decision. 

Ishall be glad to hear from you as early as possible on this matter, 
which you will see is of extreme importance.—I am, Sir, your obedient 
servant, _ 

Copy letter from Local Government Board. 
llth June, 1906. 

Sir,—Iam directei by the Local Government Board to advert to your 
letter of the 24th ultimo, and in reply to state that they are not prepared 
to discuss with you the points which you raise with regard to the legality 
of their procedure in this case. Nor are they are prepared to take any 
action in the direction which you appear to indicate.—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, (Signed) Nox T. Kexsuaw, Assistant Secretary. 


New Orders, &c. 


Regulations as to the Summons and Order 
Department of the Central Office, Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


1. The officer issuing the first summons in an action shall stamp dt 
with the name of the master in whose division and on whose day it is 
retarpvable as being the master to whom the action is assigned, and no 

summons or notice shall be issued in such action without 
being stamped with the name of such master. 

2 Every summons, notice, or other document on which any order 

ired by the Rules of Court to be drawn up, has been indorsed by 
Stee askenee te ae, forthwith aga the Summons and 
Order Department t or solicitor having the custody of 
such summons, notice, or any Redeseiel, . 7 

3. If any or solicitor baving the custody of s summons, 
motice, or Cher document on which an order required by the Rules 
of Court to be drawn up is indorsed does not lodge it forthwith 
efter such indorsement has been made, any person affected by the 
order may by written notice call upon such party or solicitor to lelige 
im the % or band to him the ssid summons, notice, or document 
within two days, and upon ite being lodged or handed to him may 
draw up the order. 

4.1 pot ad or wicitor to whom euch notice is given does not 
onsyly it, the person giving the notice may apply by sum- 
ssoms lor Gelivery up of the summons, notice, or other document to him 
wa the wate Of euch ents. 

5. If @ party or wiicitor who has filed 4 summons, notice, or 

on which ia indorsed anylorder required by Rules of Court 
to be Grown wy does nt drew it up within four days after it has been 
mate, any person afledcA by it may draw it up. 

6. Where any order is drawn up in the ofiice 4 copy of it shall be 
suatis in the Scr a0 Gio. 

7. Where any order is drawn ap by any party or wilicitor such 
party or whicttor thal) lodge 2 copy of tt in the Cflice lor filing, and 
mo ortes donk be passe’ or leone’ antil such copy shall have been 


4, Where any orler i drawn up in the Mice, the Abcer drawing it 
up, wl where % ‘e drawn up by & party or wiicitor, the 














9. Notice shall be given to the judgment office by the officer who 
draws up or passes the same of all orders which affect an action @ 
matter either by dismissal or unconditional stay and of any othe 
orders which a judge or master may direct to be so notified, andy 
note of all such orders shall be made in the cause book. 

10. The date on which every affidavit is sworn shall be indorsed jp 
writing on the affidavit before it is used or filed. 

(These regulations came into operation on the 7th day of August, 1906.) 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re AM ARBITRATION BETWEEN CROASDELL AND CAMMELL, LAIRD, 
& CO. (LIM.), No. 1. 3lst July. 


PracticEe—APpPrEaAL—INTERLOCUTORY oR Finat Orper—Morion to Sm 
Asipe Awarp—R.8.C. LVIII. 3, 15. 


Application to transfer an appeal from the final to the interlocutory list, 
A contract in writing between Croasdell and Oammell, Laird, & Co. con. 
tained a clause that all disputes arising under the contract should be 
referred to arbitration. Disputes having arisen under the contract, ap 
arbitrator was appointed, and he made his award in the form ofa 
special case, which was set down for hearing. Before the special cag 
came on to be heard, Cammell, Laird, & Co. moved to set the award 
aside upon the ground of some objection to the conduct of the 
arbitrator amounting to technical misconduct on his part. ‘The Divisional 
Court ordered ‘‘ that the award of ”’ the arbitrator ‘‘ made by him in 
the form of a special case . . . be set aside with costs.’’ Croasdell 
served notice of appeal as from an interlocutory order, but the officer in 
charge of the list entered the appeal in the final list as being an appeal 
from a final order. The following cases were referred to: Bozson y, 
Altrincham Urban Council (51 W.R. 337; 1903, 1 K. B, 547), Salaman y, 
Warner (39 W. R. 547; 1891, 1 Q. B. 734), Re Stockton Iron Furnace Co, (2 
W. R. 433, 10 Ch. D. 335), Re Delagoa Bay Railway Co. and Tancred (8 
W. BR. 578), Sherbrook v. Tufnell (30 W. R. 740, 9 Q. B. D. 62), Standard 
Discount Co. vy. Otard dela Grange (26 W. R. 25, 3 C. P. D. 67), Collins y, 
Paddington Vestry (28 W. R. 588, 5 Q. B. D. 368), Re Reeves § Co. (50 W.R 
252 ; 1902, 1 Ch. 29). 

Tue Cover (Cotims, M.R., and Vavenan Wiurams, Romer, Cozens 
Harpy, Movtron, and Farwett, L.JJ.) allowed the application. 

Cotiins, M.R., said that whatever test was the proper one to be applied, 
this order appealed against was an interlocutory order. The order of the 
Divisional Court involved no decision as to the rights of the parties in the 
arbitration proceedings, but simply decided that the award was abortive 
and did not deal with any of the questions raised in the special case. The 
order left the rights of the parties as they were before; it merely asserted 
an infirmity in the award, and must be treated as an interlocutory orde. 
That was enough for the decision of the present application. They would 
refrain from laying down any general rule, as that was peculiarly within 
the province of the Rule Committee. The appeal would therefore bh 
transferred to the interlocutory list. 

The Logps Justices agreed.—Counset, C. A. Russell, K.C., and Shepherd 
Little; A. J. Ashton. Sorscrrons, H. Nelson Paisley, for Paisley, Falem, ¢ 
Skerry, Workington ; Ledgard & Smith, for T. Milburn, Workington. 

[Reported by W. F. Banrnry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


MAPLE & CO. (PARIS) (LIM.) v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND 
REVENUE. No.1, 23rd July; 7th August. 


Revenve—Sramp Dury—Conveyance on Sate—Conveyance Exxovrm 
Axsnosap—Tuansrer oy Prorenrty Annoap 10 New Company—Payeem 
py Issvz oy Suanes 1x Company—“ Turnco Done on to ne Done” B 
Unsrrep Kixcpom—Sramp Acr, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 39), 66. 14 (4), 4; 
Scuypuy, ‘ Conveyance on Bare.” 


A l by the Crown from a decision of Walton, J., on a special cas 
by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue as to the necessity 
stamping a document executed in Paris, and relative to property in Paris, 
asa" conveyance on sale” within the meaning of the Stamp Act 1691 
The instrument in question was in French, and was in France known # 
a deed of apport, and all the property to which it had reference wa 
situated in France, where also it was executed by both parties 
By the law of France this instrument operated, when executed and 
registered, to pass the property in all the matters comprised therein @ 
from the date thereof as between the parties to the instrument. In France 
the document would not be liable to the stamp duty of droit de vente, The 
commissioners, having regard especially to the provisions in that part 
the instrument which was headed ** Allotment of thares,’’ were of opi 
that it related toa “‘ matter and thing to be done”’ in the United Kingdom, 
and that therefore it came within the provisions of section 14 (A) of 
Act of 1801, and inasmuch as it operated to the property com 
therein as between the parties, they held that it was chargeable under the 
head of “ conveyance ba wale "’ in the ~ pe yr that det, and - 
acconas sabviverte nee} duty on the whole of the shares which were 
condaaniion therefor at 10s, for every £100, amounting in all to £% 
The deed of + was dated the Sth of June, 1005, and wa 
mate between Maple & Uo, (Limited), of London, and the branch of thet 
firm in Paris, and enumerated the property conveyed by the old compaiy 
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new company—namely, the above-mentioned branch business in 
. ieocther with the el, premises and stock, and certain other 
jand and buildings therein described. The consideration was expressed 
as being an allotment to the old company of 72,000 shares in the share 
ital of the new company of the nominal value of £1 each. The 
instrument stated that the shares were not yet issued, but that they would 
be issued and delivered in England to the old company. Walton, J., held 
that the instrument was not chargeable with stamp duty as a conveyance 
on sale under section 14 (4) and section 54 of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
although there was something to be done in England under it, and he 
considered that the statement of the consideration for the transfer 
being unnecessary for the purposes of the transfer was superfluous, 
and did not bring the case within section 14 (4), which enacted that 
“save as aforesaid an instrument executed in any part of the United 
Kingdom or relating, wheresoever executed, to any property situate 
or to any matter or thing done or to be done in any of the 
United Kingdom shall not, exeept in criminal proceedings, be given in 
evidence or be available for any purpose whatsoever, unless it is duly 
stamped in accordance with the law in force at the time when it was first 
executed.’? He therefore decided against the contention of the Crown that 
the allotment of shares in England was a thing “‘ done or to be done in the 
United Kingdom ’’ and that the document being, according to English 
law, a “ conveyance on sale’’ came within the Act as such for stamp duty. 
Judgment was accordingly entered forthe company. The Crown appealed. 
Tue Court having taken time to consider, gave judgment (Couxrns, 
M.R., dissenting) dismissing the appeal. 
Corts, M.R., read a judgment, in which he said he agreed with the 
conclusions which Walton, J., had arrived at in all respects except that the 
consideration need not have been stated, and could therefore be dis- 
regarded. ‘Ihe instrument on the face of it was a conveyance on sale, and 
that imported the consideration for the sale. In his opinion the statement 
of the consideration was rightly set out, and therefore the view of the 
Crown as to the stamp which the document should bear was the one that 
the court should adopt. However, as the other members of the court held 
a different opinion, the appeal would be dismissed. 
Movtron and Farwett, L.JJ., then read judgments in which they 
expressed the opinion that the only thing to be done in this country being 
the issue and delivery of shares, which did not give rise to a duty here, the 
document did not require to be stamped as a conveyance of sale. It was 
to be noted also that while section 14 (4) precluded an improperly stamped 
document executed abroad being used in evidence here, except in criminal 
proceedings, it did not impose a penalty in the way of a fine, nor did it 
render the document invalid. Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Sir John 
Lawson Walton, A.G., Sir Robert Finlay, K.0., and W. Finlay ; Danckwerts, 
K.0., and Beddall. Soxicrrors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue; Peake, Bird, 
Collins, § Co. 
[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE KING ». THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF THE WEST RIDING OF 
YORKSHIRE. Ex parte THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL AND THE BOARD 
OF EDUCATION. No. 1. 2list July and 8th Aug. 


Epvcation— Reticiovs Instruction— Payment or TracnERs— Pvsiic 
Exementary Scnoor—Marntarn aNnp Keer Erricrent—Epvcation Act, 
1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 5, 7. 

Appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court making absolute a rule 
nist calling upon the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire 
to shew cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue directing them 
to obey an order of the Board of Education to pay cerf&in unpaid balances 
of salary due to the teachers in four non-provided schools. The order 
of the Board of Education, dated the 2lst of July, 1905, after reciting 
section 16 of the Act of 1902, and that the local authority had failed to do 
their duty under the Act, and in particular failed to maintain and keep 
efficient the four schools in question, by withholding such portion of the 
salaries of certain teachers employed in those schools as they deemed to be 

roportionate to the time spent in giving religious or ominational 

ing, further recited that the board had caused an inquiry to be 
held, and that a report was made under section 73 @) of the Education Act, 

1870, and then went on to order the county council to pay to the teachers 

the balance of salaries due and withheld by the county council as the amount 

which they deemed proportionate to the time spent by such teachers in 
ving religious or aceninatioust instruction during the school hours, 
tom an affidavit of the deputy clerk of the county council, who was also 

clerk to the committee of the council acting as the local education 

authority, it appeared that the four schools in question were volun 

and denominational schools prior to the coming into operation of the Act 

in the West Riding— viz., the Ist of April, 1904, As two of the 

said schools, the teachers were under contracts, made before the Act of 1909 

Came into operation, to give certain denominational instruction, which the 

education authority after inquiry concluded would be omy 

Temunerated by 10 per cent, of their salaries, In the case of the th 
ool, the teacher, although not under a contract to do so, was required 

to, and did in fact, give religious instruction, whilst in the oase of the 

fourth school the teacher was under contract to give religious inatruction ; 
in each case the local authority, after inquiry, considered that the 

instruction so given would be reasonably remunerated by 2 

Cent, of their salaries, Acoordingly the county council refused to 

Ry the amounts which they considered had been ed = for 

be gy of religious inetruotion, Education Aot, 1002, a, §; 

The looal education authority . . . shall aleo be reapon- 

sible for and have the control of all secular instruction in public 

tary schools not provided by them.’’ Section 7 (1): ‘The looal 


different from that of the justioes, the 
become an absolute renewal, bat it was 
an absolute renewal until quarter sessions dealt with the question 
to them 
meant th 


schools within their area which are necessary, and have the control of all 

iture required for that - ». ~-” Counsel for the appellant 
contended that the Act placed no obligation upon the county council to 
pay for religious instruction. The obligation to pay anything at all was 
to be found in section 7 (1), and there the local education authority was 
to ‘‘maintain and keep efficient all public elementary schools.” It 
could riot keep efficient the religious instruction, because all control 
was in the hands of the managers. This was more clearly indicated 
by section 5, which only made the local education authority responsible for 
and gave it the control of, secular education. In fact the term public 
elementary school, which was defined in section 7 of the Education Act, 
1870, shewed that religious instruction formed no part of the curriculum 
for which the county council should be responsible. Counsel for the 
respondent contended that the schools could only be kept efficient at ail 
by giving religious instraction in accordance with the trust deeds. The 
local education authority must keep efficient the schools by payment of 
the necessary salaries, and then the responsibility as religious 
instruction would cease. It was clear that the whole intention of the Act 
was to aid denominational schools from the rates. 

Tue Covrr (Cotiims, M.R., and Farwett, L.J., Movtrox, L.J., dissent- 
ing) allowed the appeal. 

Cot.rys, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said that the sole question 
was whether the county council was obliged to pay for religious instruc- 
tion in non-provided schools. If there were an obligation, it was to be 
found in section 7 of the~Act and nowhere else. The obligation was to 
‘** maintain and keep efficient.” Did efficiency include religious education ? 
Section 5 provided that the education authority should only have control 
of secular instruction. The meaning of the words ‘‘ maintain and 
efficient ’’ could be proved to demonstration. They occurred in section 1 
of the Education Act of 1870, and to keep efficient meant to keep upa 
standard to earn the Parliamentary grant, for the purpose of which, 
section 97, religious instruction was not a condition. Secondly, the use of 
the words ‘‘ public elementary school,” defined in section 7 of the 
Education Act, 1870, excluded denominational teaching. The appeal 
must be allowed. 

Movttron, L.J., dissented. 

Farwett, L.J., agreed.—Covunset, Danekwerts, K.C., and Sargeant; Sir 
John Lawson Walton, A.G., and Rowlatt. Soxicrrors, Clements, Williams, ¢ 
Co., for Trevor C. Edwards, Wakefield ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 


[Reported by Mavaics N. Devogvas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
MALKIN v. THE KING. Walton, J. 23rd July; 7th August, 


Licenstne Act, 1904, s. 3—Apriication FoR Reyswat—Marrer Rererasp 
to Compensation AvutHorrry — Liasimrry or Licensze Dvrame rus 
Existence or THE Provisronat Licence ro Conrarsvrs ro Compznsa- 
Trion Funp—‘‘ Existrne On-ticence Rexewesp.”’ 


Petition of right. In this case the suppliant sought to recover back £6 
which he had compelled to contribute under og to the com- 
tion fund under section 3 of pet cs wey mn 904. The question 
‘or the court was whether a licence which had provisionally renewed 
for the p solely of compensation was an “existing on-licence 
renewed ’’ within the meaning of the above-mentioned section. On 
the 3rd of February, 1905, objection on the ground of redundancy was 
taken to the renewal of the licence held by the suppliant Malkin, 
of the ‘‘Crooked Billet’ public-house, Scotland-street, Sheffield, and 
the question was referred to quarter sessions, the justices granting «a 
provisional renewal. On the 8h of May the compensation authority 
at quarter sessions refused to renew the licence. On the 10th of October 
the excise duty became payable, and in addition to that duty the 
suppliant was called upon to contribute towards the compensation fund. 
The money was paid under protest. On the 23rd of December the com- 
pensation money was paid, and on the 30th of December the Visional 
renewal granted on the 10th of February on pee virtue 
which provided that such a provisional rene continue until seven 
days the payment of the jon money. It was contended 
by the suppliant that from the 8th of May the licence ceased to be an 
existing on-licence renewed within the meaning of the Act, 
therefore the holder was not liable to make a contribution to 
com een ceaen™ Os eens te ee yen pe tamed 
" ion” to continue i unti fon 
. "ie was not disputed that the excise duty was sagulibn, Guta 
at was paid the business could not have been carried 
of October. For the Crown it was subunitted 
force on the lst of January, 1905, ponte cag wg hae 
“ existing on-licence renewed ** at that date, ality to 
the compensation fund attached then, although it was not 
the excise duty had to be . It the of the 
correct, then he had 
anything to the fund out of which he 
certainly an effective licence until the compensation money 
“re ¥ © ate then aaa ae 
Fauron, J., In now giv udgment, 
neral importance, fie Roane havi 
t was no doubt true that if quarter 
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licences which existed at the time the Act was passed, and which had been 
renewed for the year 1905-6. The suppliant’s licence had not been 
renewed according to the meaning of the Act, and therefore he was 
entitled to recover back the £6 which he had paid under protest. Judg- 
ment would be for the suppliant for the amount claimed, with costs.— 
Counszt, Horace Avory, K.C., and Heztall ; Sir John Lawson Walton, A.G., 
and W. Finlay. Souicrrors, Pitman & Sons, for Chambers ¢ Son, Sheffield ; 
The Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 


[Reported by Erxsxixez Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE LICENSING ACT, 1904. ASHBY’S COBHAM BREWERY (LIM.) 
CROWN). ASHBY’S STAINES BREWERY CO. (LIM.) (THE 
HAND AND SPEAR). Kennedy, J. 30th and 31st May and 23rd July. 


Licensinc Law—Compensattion For Rervsat or LiceNcE—ASSESSMENT OF 
ComprnsaTion—Licensine Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 23), s. 2. 


These were two appeals under the Licensing Act, 1904, and raised the 
question as to how to estimate the value of two licensed houses for the 
purpose of the compensation paid on the refusal by the justices to renew 
the licence. The Crown was a tied house for beer fully licensed, the 
tenancy being a yearly one determinable by one month’s notice. The 
licence had been insured for £1,260 15s. The Hand and Spear was 
an ante-1869 beerhouse and was tied, The justices had referred the matter 
to quarter sessions under section 1 (1) of the Licensing Act, 1904, and it 
had then been decided by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue on appeal 
from quarter sessions under section 2 (2). The commissioners had fixed 
the compensation in the case of the Crown at £455 and in the case of the 
Hand and Spear at £350. The two companies appealed. On behalf of the 
appellants it was contended that the only proper way of settling com- 
pensation was the trade that was carried on at the house apart from 

tional conditions. On behalf of the Crown it was contended that the 
trade fluctuated with the personal popularity of the tenant. The trade 
was diminishing, owing to the growth of temperance, and the justices 
might at any time require heavy repairs. Counsel cited Page v. Ratcliffe 
(70 T. L. R. 371). Cur. adv. vult. 

July 23.—Kewxnepy, J., delivered a written judgment, in which he said 
that the two cases had been referred to the High Court in order that 
certain questions might receive judicial consideration. There was no 
difference of principle in regard to the two cases. The material statutory 
— were to be found in the Licensing Act, 1904, s. 2, and the 

Act, 1904, 5.7. The important effect of these sections was: (1) 
That a sum equal to the difference between the value of the licensed 
— and the value which those premises would bear if they were not 
i shall be paid as compensation to the persons interested in 
the licensed premises; (2) that the value of such premises shall be 
calculated as if the licence were subject to the same conditions as 
were applicable immediately before the passing of the Licensing 
Act, 1904; (3) that in value shall be included the amount of any 
depreciation of trade fixtures arising by reason of the refusal to 
renew the licence; (4) that the value of the pruperty—that is to say, 

) the premises as licensed, and (4) the premises without the licence, would 

the price which such premises would fetch if sold in the open market. 
The result of the legislation, in his judgment, was that the High Court of 
Justice, on appeal from the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, had to 
assess the amount of compensaticn by finding the price of the licensed 
premises in the open market, adding to the depreciation, if any, of the 
trade fixtures, and deducting from the same the price which the premises 
would fetch in the open market if unlicensed. Three general questions of 
principle had been discussed before him by counsel. ‘The first of these 
was whether the depreciation of trade fixtures, by reason of non- 
renewal, was to be computed on the value, and as to that he preferred, 
on the whole, the view that the amount of depreciation of t fixtures 
by such non-renewal was not to be left out of the computation of value. 
The two further and much more important were, first, the method 
which the market value of the licensed premises was to be arrived at, and, 
secondly, the question whether in the valuation should be included any 
assessment of the tenant’s interest as distinct from that of the landlord. 
There was little room for controversy with regard to the first of these 
two points, and he adopted the language of Sir Henry Primrose’s 
memorandum, that the object of the inquiry was to find the price 
which the owner of the frechold of the premises might expect to 
obtain from them, gua premises enjoying the privilege of a licence, 
if sold in the open market, and that price would certainly depend upon 
the profit which a brewery owner might expect to make by the supply 
of liquors for consumption by his customers. No tribunal would: be 
in refusing evidence of what such profit under normal circumstances 
would be likely to be. As to the third point, he thought it would be 
inconsistent with the objects of the Legislature to add the amount of the 
temant’s interest to the sum fized as compensation. His lordship then 
discussed the special circumstances of the two above-named public-houses, 
and fixed the compensation in the case of the Crown at £1,497 10s., and in 
the case of the Hand and Spear at £1,125.—Counsus, Cripps, K.C., and 
4, ¥. Wotton; Su J. Lawem Walton, A.G., Sir W. Robson, 8.G., and 
Lowenthal. tonscrrons, Godden, Sim, & Holme; Nash | Nield; Bolicitor of 
Inlend Eevenu, 
(Reporte! by Aran Hoos, Ye4., Varrister-at- Law 
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It appears to be etill true, remarks the Clic, that the law isa bass. If 
two ames are led through Varringdon-street, they are a herd of cattle 
under the Metropolitan Streets Act, 1467, and as soon as they reach the 
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Law Societies. 


The Manchester Incorporated Law Association, 


The sixty-seventh annual general meeting of the members was held in 
Manchester on Wednesday last, Mr. E. J. Oanwisie (president) in the 
chair. In moving the adoption of the report the president stated: Yoy 
will, I am sure, feel that the few remarks which I am privileged to addreg 
to you may fittingly be prefaced by one word of a personal charagter, 
Happily it is of rare occurrence that any office of our association has bee, 
rendered vacant by the hand of death, and I deeply lament that My 
George Henry Hankinson, our vice-president, should have died during his 
and my term of office. I have missed his kindly advice and willj 
co-operation, and our association is the poorer by the loss of one who wa 
never deterred by personal inconvenience from devoting his best. With 
him we mourn those other members of our committee and association who 
have passed away during the twelve months now drawing to a clos, 
The close relations which exist between the Victoria University and oy 
association, and the strong desire on ourside to uphold and strengthen the 
university and upon theirs to afford suitable educational advantages tp 
articled clerks are of primary importance and utility. From want of 
funds the university has hitherto been much handicapped in iy 
endeavours to cope successfully with the varied requirements of a sound 
legal education, and we are therefore to be congratulated on havi 
succeeded in obtaining an enhanced grant of £100 a year from the Lay 
Society to be used for educational purposes. At the same time I am not 
at all sure that the Law Society is quite as awake as it might be to the 
needs and relative rights of the several provincial societies. The furthe 
grant made to Manchester, though a very small item in the income and 
expenditure account resulting from the sale of Clifford’s-inn and Ney. 
inn has only been obtained by strenuous efforts, and there are othe 
indications that the demands of London deter the committee of the 
Society from giving due consideration to what may be deemed vital interests 
in;the provinces. I say this in no spirit ofjhostility to the Law Society, On 
the contrary, I should like to see every member of our profession a member 
of that society, and trust that some day may witness the fulfilment of that 
ideal. A few weeks ago, on the instigation of a past president of om 
association, I issued a circular letter to solicit applications of membership 
of the Law Society by solicitors in our district. In consequence of tha 
circular more than thirty new members have been enrolled—a highly 
gratifying result. I trust we shall proceed in solidifying the influence and 
power of the central society, but I also hope that our endeavours to do this 
will receive encouragement by an increased, and readier, practical 
tion of our own special needs. No appeals will be made to them by w ia 
questions which are of merely local interest, and do not affect the statusa 
efficiency of their members. In those cases we are quite ready to at 
alone, though gladly welcoming such support as recently was readily 
accorded by the Corporations of Manchester and Salford and the Ma 
chester Chamber of Commerce ; but we do expect that matters touching 
our status, or necessary to the efficient discharge of our duties, will receiv 
a consideration equal to that which would be accorded to Londm 
I entertain no doubt but that membership of the Law Society wil 
become more and more the rule amongst solicitors, and that as this 
happens there will be less cause to feel that provincial needs do not recein 
their fair share of attention; but I turn to another subject in a les 
sanguine frame of mind. In a democratic country such as ours, whet 
hopes are easily raised, political rivalry must needs live upon promises, 
and from these inevitably results over-legislation, and what type d 
legislation is easier of conception or more seductive than that whic 
in varied ways fetters freedom with chains of officialism? We 
have every reason to expect the recrudescence of such Bills as th 
Public Trustee Bill of this session to which we have offered such 
resistance as is ible in face of a Government's overwhelming 
majority. That Bill creates a new official wholly unneeded, and ther 
fore mischievous, and surrounded by what is likely to prove a p 
staff whose existence has to be justified. The only useful clauses of 
the Bill relate to the custodian trustee, and were suggested by the Lav 
Society. All the duties of that functionary might, however, be performed 
usefully and well by banks and insurance companies without fred 
organization, and without involving the public in the expense sure # 
follow the creation of a new department. The official trustee, whe 
created, will naturally wish to add to the dignity of his post by 
his power, and to do this he and his staff may be expected to seek a 
ments of the law framed to draw trusts more and more into official hands 
at the expense of the freer, more elastic, and more humane system now 
force. neficiaries then, when it is too late, will rue the day, and wil 
remember with regret that our timely warnings were disregarded. The 
of this Bill seem to me typical of what we must expect, not because sud 
lation appeals to the intelligence of our legislators, but as the outcom 
of political expediency. May I take this opportunity of yosing my 
dissent from a communication to solicitors which emanated a few weeks 
from the oc py amc sd Society, and attained comsiderable notoriety in 
daily press? ding to a resolution of the committee of the Law 
of Liv 1, there is ‘‘ no reason why a solicitor should not undertake aay 
honourable fession or business.” I have a great respect for i 
considered opinions of that committee, but in this instance their eagernes 
to shew that solicitors have rights for which they have paid, and 
they may be called upon to defend, seems to have outrun d 
The resolution is, of course, inaccurate (a solicitor cannot 
as @ barrister until he has ceased to be a solicitor), but 





market they become horses under the Metropolitan Markets Act, 1651, It 
fe 2 iittle confusing in this hot weather, 


criticiom is not called for; my wish rather is to protest as # 
, a6 1 can against the general principle involyed In the resol 
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There is surely the strongest of all reasons why a solicitor should 
not undertake any profession or business except his own and business 
incidental to it—the reason, namely, that he can hardly do so without 
ment to the profession whose honour it is his bounden duty 

to maintain. I do not know whether it would be more offensive to 
see solicitors practising at once in their own profession and, say, in that of 
medicine, with a long and natural sequence of charges of undue irfluence, 
or to find persons engaged in honourable but humble callings ekeing out 
their incomes by imparting words of professional advice across the 
counter. It is open to our profession to maintain its dignity and carry 
with it the confidence and respect of the public, but this can only be done 
members of that profession adhering to their proper duties in a spirit 
wholly foreign to one which looks with envious eyes on the oppor- 
tunities afforded by other professions and other businesses. I trust 
that a warm and fitting reception will be given in the autumn to the 
Law Society, and that all members of our association will endeavour 
to contribute to the success of the meetings to which we look forward. 
And, in surrendering the badge of office with which I have been entrusted, 
I wish to thank members of our association, and particularly the committee, 
for the kind indulgence which has been shewn to me, and I hope that the 
comparatively uneventful year through which we have just passed and my 
own shortcomings may at least serve as a fitting background for the 
splendours of the coming year and the more brilliant endowments of my 


successor. 

The president then presented the following prizes to the successful 
students—viz., the Vice-Chancellor’s Prize to Mr. Harry Finklestone, the 
John Peacock Prize for passing the best Intermediate Examination to Mr. 
J. H, Brydon, and the John Peacock Prize for success in the Law Exami- 
nations at the Victoria University of Manchester to Mr. Harry Finklestone. 

The officers for the ensuing were then elected as follows: President, Mr. 
W. Corbett ; vice-president, Mr. W.S. Boddington ; honorary treasurer, 
Mr. J. F. Milne; honorary secretary, Mr. A. E. Paterson. Committee : 
Chairman. Mr. W. Corbett ; deputy-chairman, Mr. W. S. Boddington ; 
Messrs. H. P. Addleshaw, 8. F. Butcher, G. H. Charlesworth, E. J. Car- 
lisle, Richard Clay, C. J. Cooper, O. J. E. Crosse, R. A. Edgar, G. W. 
Fox, W. H. H. Foyster, E. E. Hankinson, E. Hewitt, Alfred Hosegood, 
Thomas Hudson, H. H. Humphreys, J. A. Grundy, Astley Jepson, J. 
McDonald, A. F. Maclure, J. Marriott, R. 8. Milford, W. H. Norton, 
F, A, Padmore, J. B. Parkinson, H. C. Raby, M. Rigby, M. J. Riley, A. 
Tarbolton, Stafford Taylor, and R. W. Williamson. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee ; 

Members.—The association now consists of 324 members, being a net 
increase of eleven during the year. Since the last annual meeting twenty- 
one new members have been elected. 

Manchester and Salford County Courts.—The attention of your committee 
having been called to the congestion of business at the Manchester and 
Salford County Courts, a sub-committee was appointed to go into the 
matter. The sub-committee interviewed his Honour Judge Parry, and 
made exhaustive inquiries as to the number of plaints entered and cases tried 
in these courts as compared with other courts for which there are two judges. 
Your committee, after full consideration, came to the conclusion that the 
congestion arose from the county courts being judically understaffed, as 
appeared upon comparison with the provision of judicial strength made 
for other similar county court circuits, Your committee therefore decided 
to — a memorial to the Lord Chancellor asking that an assistant or 
additional judge should be appointed for the county courts of Manchester 
and Salford. This suggestion received the support of the Manchester 
City Council, the Salford Town Council, and the Manckester Chamber of 
Commerce. A memorial was accordingly presented to the Lord Chancellor. 
On the 28th of June a deputation, consisting of Mr. Carlisle (president), 
Mr, Uorbett, and Mr. Paterson (hon. secretary), accompanied by the 

Mayor of Manchester, the Mayor and Town Clerk of ford, 
and Mr, John Kendall, representing the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce, attended at the House of Lords. The deputation was 
introduced to the Lord Chancellor by Mr. A. A. Haworth, M.P., and 
and Sir Kenneth Mackenzie was also present. The Lord Chancellor 
listened with courtesy and attention to the statements made by the 
deputation, and stated that he agreed something should be done, whether 
by re-arrangement of the circuits of the county court judges or otherwise, 
and would give the matter his most careful consideration. 

lic Trustee and Executor Bill,—Your committee have devoted consider- 
able time and attention to this Bill. Its provisions were discuesed at the 
annual meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and in accord- 
ance with the suggestions made there your committee have drawn up 
Certain amendments, which they suggest should be embodied in the 
Bill, At a special meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
subsequently convened, these and other amendments have been considered 
and adopted, and it was decided that they should be settled by counsel 
with a view to active steps being taken to insure their being moved in 
Committee of the House of Commons. Upon the representation of your 

ion, in conjunction with the Liverpool Law Society, the pee | 

cellor consented to the insertion in the Bill in the House of Lords of 

» amendment giving to the Palatine Court the powers of the High Court 
matters arising within its jurisdiction. 

the al Education.—Your committee, having received an intimation that 

la w Society was prepared to consider applications from provincial 

W societies for incre grants for the purposes of legal education 

co formal epplication by this association to be — and submitted 

+ a Law Soolety, giving ‘particulars of the education provided at the 

whester University, and applying for an increased grant to this asso- 


acting in consultation with representatives of this have now 
created three additional lectureships, thereby making the law courses at 
the university cover all the subjects required for the Intermediate and Final 


examinations. 
Prosecution of Unauthorized Practitioners.—Complaint ha‘ been made 
Manchester obtained 
aga | 


of a clerk in the employ of a solicitor in ha 
money by false pretences, your committee authorized proceedings 
and the defendant was tried at the assizes on the Ist of February last, an 
was sentenced to three years’ penal servitude. At the instance of your 
committee proceedings were instituted against a clerk to a local solicitor 
for acting as a solicitor. He was convicted, and fined 40s. and costs. 
Endorsement of Memoranda on Deeds.—Attention pote Been called to 
the desirability of memoranda being indorsed on title retained by 
the vendor of documents dealing with a portion of the property comprised 
therein, your committee considered the matter and have caused a circular 
to be issued to all the members of the association, urging upon them the 
advisability of adopting that course. 





Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s hall on Thursday, the 2nd inst., Mr. Mark Waters in the chair. 
The other directors present were Mr. S. J. Daw, Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. 
R. H. Peacock, and the secretary, A sum of £75 was voted in grants of 
relief, a new member was elected, and other general business was 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst., 
Mr. J. R. B. Gregory in the chair, the other directors t being Sir 
John Hollams, and Messrs. W. OC. Blandy (Reading), A. Davenport, 
W. Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), C. Goddard, H. E. Gribble, 
W. G. King, OC. G. May, W. A. Sharpe, M. A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott 
(secretary). A sum of £1,038 was distributed in grants of relief, twenty- 
five new members were admitted to the association, and other general 
business was transacted. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


James Sarecp, Jonn Geratp Lawrence, and Wittram James Sarexp, 
solicitors (Toulmin, Lawrence, & Shield), Liverpool. July 31. So far as 
the said John Gerald Lawrence is concerned ; the practice has been since 
that date, and will in future, be carried on by the undersigned James 
Shield and William James Shield under the same style or firm. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 3. 





Information Required. 


Cuartes Anprews, of The Grange, Farnham, Surrey, deceased.— 
Persons having knowledge of any Will of the deceased. who died at The 
Grange, Farnham, on the 6th of July, 1906, are invited to communicate 
with Hollest, Mason, & Nash, solicitors, Farnham, Surrey. 


General. 


Judge Addison, K.C., is stated to have very much improved in health 
during his stay in France, and hopes to resume his judicial duties at the 
end of the Long Vacation. 


Notice is given in the London Gazette of the issue of a new Onder 
amending the Order of the 30th of December, 1903, regulating Court Fees 
in County Courts. [On inquiry we were informed that the Order was not 
yet in t, and that it related to a single item of the Court Fees.) 


On the 4th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the Appropriation Act, 
the Labourers (Ireland) Act, the Musical —— Act, the Extradition 
Aot, the Prevention of Corruption Act, the Justices of the Peace (No. 2) 
Act, the Bills of Exchange (1882) Amendment Act, the Revenue Act, the 
Solicitors Act, the Crown Lands Act, the Open _—— Act, the Ground 
Game Act, the Public Works (Loans) Act, the ute Law Revision 
(Scotland) Act, the Dogs Act, the Colonial Marriages Act, the Post Office 
Sites Act, the London County Council (General Powers) Act, the Corpora- 
tien of London (Blackfriars and other Bridges) Act, and other measures. 


Judge Adolph Hartmann, of Berlin, who was the German representative 
at the St. Louis Congress of Lawyers, and who spent fifteen months 
travelling in the United States in order to study court and 
American legal institutions, has, says the American Law Review, just 
published an exhaustive treatise on American law, with sues: 
tiona for the reform in German court procedure which is scheduled for 
the next decade, Judge Hartmann says he found many innovations in 
the United States of which he recommends limited imitation in 








» Your committee have pleasure in stating that in response to this 
tion the Law Society have this year in their annual Tae of | 
to £350, As the result of this increase the university authorities, 
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like conditional sentences delayed Gueing good bedariour, and caikiees 
courts, He also found that American laws sometimes anticipate Meas 


which German reformers have been vainly striving to realina 
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A deaf mute who was brought up at Truro on a charge of drunkenness 

was, says the Evening Standard, a subject of considerable difficulty to the 

istrate. The unfortunate man could neither read nor write, nor could 

he communicate by means of the finger alphabet. In the circumstances, 

it was impossible to acquaint him of the nature of the charge, and the 

bench avoided a deadlock by “‘ dismissing him with a caution.”” It was 
not, however, explained how the caution was to be conveyed. 


A litigant who loses his case while having a majority of judges in his 
favour may, says a writer in the G/obe, well be astonished at the result. 
Yet it is by no means an uncommon thing for the views of a minority of 
judges to prevail. The latest instance is afforded by a bill of sale case, in 
which the question for decision was whether the inclusion in the schedule 
of certain title deeds relating to leasehold property made the bill of sale 
void. The county court judge at Dartford, regarding the title deeds as 
‘* personal chattels,’ held that the bill of sale wasa good one. Lord 
Alverstone, Mr. Justice Kennedy, and Mr. Justice Ridley, sitting as a 
Divisional Court, reversed the county court judge’s decisian. The judges 
of the Court of Appeal were divided; Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy agreed 
with the Divisional Court, but Lord Justice Vaughan Williams and Lord 
Justice Romer restored the county court judge’s decision. Consequently, 
the judgment of Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, Lord Justice Romer, 
and a county court judge has prevailed over that of the Lord Chief Justice, 
Lord Justice Cozens- Hardy, Mr. Justice Kennedy, and Mr. Justice Ridley. 


The crier had a bad cold, says the American Green Bag, so that the 
duty of making the opening proclamation fell to another court officer, who, 
as it happened, had never acted as crier. This officer had heard the 
proclamation often enough, and knew it by heart, but this is what hap- 

ed: The deputy sheriff opened the door and announced ‘Court! ”’ 

e substitute crier rapped on his desk, and, within and without the bar, 
those present arose and stood in silence while the judge passed to his place. 
Then the substitute began: ‘‘ Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye!’’ His voice 
seemed to him horribly loud, and all recollection of the words to follow 
suddenly left him, but he pulled himself together and went on bravely, 
‘* All persons having anything to do before the Honourable the Justices of the 
Supreme Court in the jury session thereof now sitting at Boston within 
and for the county of Suffolk may draw near and give their attend- 
ance, and they shal! be heard.’’ At this point he sat down, but seeing the 
judge looking up in surprise, he saw his mistake, and springing to his feet 
he added: ‘‘ By the way, gentlemen, God save the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts.” 


O Hanlon v. Logue (1906, 1 Ir. R. 247) will, says the Law Magazine and 
Review, be a leading case upon charitable gifts. In Ireland, gifts by will 
for celebration of the masses are not illegal, as such gifts would be in 

. Such gifts have long been held good charitable gifts in Ireland, 
but for the past thirty years it has been a settled principle that they are 
not charitable absolutely, but charitable sub modo. A necessary condition 
for the validity of the gift was that it should contain a direction for the 
public celebration of the mass; the saying of masses in private was not a 
good legal charity. The distinction between public and private masses 
was founded on Attorney-General vy. Delaney (Ir. R. 10 ©. L. 104). It 
had never come directly before the Court of Appeal, though it had 
been acquiesced in by the profession and followed by courts of first 
instance; and the soundness of any such distinction, in fact, had 
mever been admitted by Roman Catholics. Now the Court of Appeal 
have overruled Attorney-General v. Delaney, holding that a bequest for 
masses in perpetuity is a good charitable gift, whether there be a direction 
that the masses shall be celebrated in public or not. Walker, L.C., said: 
** It is settled by authority which binds us that where there is a direction 
to celebrate the mass in public the gift is a valid charitable one; but 
what makes it charitable is the performance of an act of the Church of the 
most solemn kind, which results in benefit to the whole body of the faith- 
ful, and the results of that benefit cannot depend upon the presence or 
absence of 2 congregation.”’ 


A letter to the following effect has been sent by the Home Secretary to 
the various clerks to justices : 

** Home Office, Whitehall, Aug. 6, 1906. 

“* Sir,—1 am directed by the Secretary of State to say for the information 
of the justices that he has had under his notice from time to time the fact 
that persons committed for trial at the assizes or quarter sessions are 
fi ly detained in prison for long periods before being brought to 

ial. After consultation with the Lord Chanceller and the Lord Chief 
Justice, he thinks it right to bring the matter before the justices of the 
peace throughout the country and to urge them to use more freely the 
discretion vested in them as to the admission of defendants to bail. When 
& person who is charged with 2 minor offence appears to have little or no 
means, and is not believed to belong to the criminal, vagrant, or 
homeless classes, the justices should generally, in the Secretary of 
State’s view, grant the accused his release pending trial, either 
om his own recognizances or on bail in such small amount as he may 
reasonably be expected to find. Such persons as are here contemplated 
are wit of the clase who would readily bodeo to evatle justice by leavin 
their homes and excaping clsewhere: their lack of means would make it 
Gificalt for them, even if they wished to do #0; and if they made the 
attempt the risk that might succeed in altogether evading the 
vighlence of the police is probably not very great. If there is in some cases a 
vik that the interests of justice might rr! suffer by reason of an 
increased reaAiness to grant bail, the object of diminishing the number of 
cases in which innccent persons are imprisoned is, in the Secretary of 
State's opinion, of w great importance that the risk should be taken, If 
the present practice A the justices of your bench is not in accordance with 








the principles indicated in this letter, Mr. Gladstone would strongly urge 

that these principles should henceforward be adopted in dealing with case 

— may come before them.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, ¥ 
HALMERS.’ 








To Exxcutors.—VALvatTions ror Propate.—Messrs. Watherston & Sop 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-strest 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond -street) 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels fg 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the Nation 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 








The Property Mart. 
Result of Sale. 


Messrs, TroLLors (Victoria-street, Westminster) have arranged a Sale of the Freeholis, 
1, 3, 5, Brixton-road, and 2-26 (even), Camberwell New-road, covering a superficial any 
of about 41,285 feet. They have also sold by private treaty the Freehold Busines 
Premises known as Broadway House, Tothill-street, Westminster, covering an ares of 
bout 5,500 feet super. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, Aug. 3. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep in CHANCERY. 


Bricuton Grammar &cuoot Co, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before 3,0 
send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr AP 
Graves, 9, North st quadrant, Brighton 

Co.uiss & Sox, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 28, directed to be hearda 
Aug 15. Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn aelde. for Brain & Brain, Reading, solors fe 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clockia 
the afternoon of Aug 14 


Exauiva Concessions, Listrep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send ther 
names and addsesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Willa 
George Monk, 10 and 11, Austin Friars 


Harey Horn, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 31, directed to be beni 
Oct 30. Rutland, Chancery In, for Tonge, Gt Grimsby, solor for petner. Noticed 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternomd 

1c 


Joun Cave & Sons, Limrtep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, in the Unite 
Kingdom, and on or before Oct 31 as -~ creditors in South Africa, to send ther 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr W B Keen,3, 
Church ct, Old Jewry. Pakeman & Read, Ironmonger In, solors to liquidator 


LiaxspupyNo anp Cotwyy Bay Etecrric Traction Co, Limitep (in Liquipatios)- 
Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send their names and addresses, and th 
rticulars of their debts or claims, to John Morris, 33, Brazennose st, 
aines & Co, for Hall & Son, Manchester, solors to liquidator 


New Frencu Fracstarr Gorp Miyixa Co, Limrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors m 
required, on or before Sept 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particaland 
their debtsor claims, to P Frotier and E Kolb, 6, Rue Leonce Reynaud, Paris. Abraham 
& Co, Tokenhouse yd, solors to liquidators 

Powprrs & Baxsz, Liurrzp —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send ther 
names and addresses, ond the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Wali 
Lyne and George John Hutchings, 94, Clerkenwell rd. Wake & Wild, Barbican, som 
for liquidators 

Ravo.irre Coat Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, to send ther 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Costes, 
Collingwood bldgs, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Roozr Baistox & Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, toseil 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Gast, 
66, Col Bt #, Basinghall st, solor for liquidator 

Scortisn Avnican Tavust, Limirep (1m Liquiparion)—Creditors are required, @ @ 
before Sept 4 in Europe, and on or before Oct 22 outside Europe, to send in their name 
and addresses, and the particulars 
Finsbury pymt House 

Wassavsnantt Moves, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to send ia 
their names and addresses, and particulars of thelr debts or claims, to Frederick Jo 
Warner, 11, Queen Victoria st 





of their debts or claims, to David Nairn Shay, 


London Gasette.—Tunspay, Aug. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep 1m Cuancery. 


Bauny Panxs Buitpina Co, Lamrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, oo @ 





before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts sof 
claims, to Alfred Akenhead, Bank bldgs, 6t Mary st, Cardiff 

Exviius, Caowrnen, & Exviss, Lamirep (1x Votuntany Liquipation) —Any person havisg 

| any claim must give notice before Aug 31 to Samuel Crowther, 1, Kast parade, Leeds 

Jomau Tren, Laurren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 18, to send their name 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Edward Ware 
Tyndall, 86, Colmore row, Birmingham. Whetstone & Frost, Leicester, solors 

| Mquidators . 

Pantixoron Bronvs, Liurrep — Creditors are required, on or before Sept 10, & wet 

r names and adresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Yr 

Arrowmnith, King st, Wigan. Bridge, Wigan, solor for liquidator 

Wererenw Canapa Poir ano Parven Co, Lanrrep~—Oreditors are required, on or bis 
Oct 1, to vend thelr names and addrenen, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
FAward Holt, 161-4, Dashwood House, New Broad at 


} 
| 


Uncimirep in Cnancuny. 
Waurar Geenvitas Minina Co—Oreditors are required, on or before Bept 15, to eon thal 
nan nldrennes, the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
16, Finstury cireus 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 27, 


Jacos, Mount View rd, Stroud Green Aug 31 Marmor (Lim.) v Site & 
oot wall, West st, Finsbury circus us ( ) v Gunn, Joyce, 


London Gasette.—Tunspay, July 31. 


Bensamix Cottarp, Felcourt, Kast Grinstead 10 Bushell y Bushell, 
Bom ckley, J Knocker, Sevenoaks _— ‘ 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, July 27, 


Asravs, Axniz, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug 10 Arnott & Co, Newcastle on Tyne 
Asuwett, Frep, Herne Bay Sept5 Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 

Batt, Ricuarp, Landport, Portsmouth Sept1 Allen, Portsmouth . 

Bars, Joun, Wellington st, Covent garden Aug3i Button & Co, Henrietta st, Covent 


Brppozs, Taomas Henry WiLLoveusy, Aston on Clun, Salop Aug27 Phillips, Shifnal 

Bence, Jonn, Ulverstone, Tasmania Sept7 Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, Westminst 

Bexsett, Mary, Cheltenham Aug25 Dowson & Co, Surrey st, Victoria embankment 

Bem, Base Sasaam, Middlemoor, Whitchurch, Devon Sept 14 Chilcott & Chilcott, 
vis 


Broapsert, Davin, Corra, nr Whitchurch, Salop Aug 28 Jackson & Ferrington, 
Oswestr 


Buu, Som Wis, Angell rd, Brixton Sept6 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

Burr, Eowarp Nortuway, Hamilton ter, Maida Vale Aug30 Reader & Co, Moorgate st 
Canny, Mary Anne, Penselwood, Somerset Aug 31 Rutter & Rutter, Wincanton 

Cass, Cuantes, Worthing Aug 24 Hubbard, Bexhill on Sea 

Civss, Groner, Leamington, Warwick Sept1 Richards, Leamington 


CoLvILE, nes Mary, Gt Cumberland pl, Hyde Park Aug 31 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 
Corram, Ex1za, Victoria grove, Kensington Aug 31 Kinsey & Co, Bloomsbury pl 


eae = gee Percy, West Dulwich, Upholsterer Aug3l1 Button & Co, Henrietta st 
vent garden 
Detox, Atice, Weston super Mare SeptS J H & F W Bere, Weston super Mare 


Dyxs, Mary Canistina, Burdett rd. Limehouse Aug 31 Stone & Co, Bath 
Evsaarp, Herz» Marttanp, Leamington Sept 19 Maples & Son, Spalding, Lincs 


Fizay, Toomas Sipvey Martin Pupner, West Kirby, Chester Aug 31 Hannay & 
Horton, Liverpool 

Faavois, Jonx Grirrire Wittiams, Haverfordwest, Inspector of Nuisances Aug 15 
Jones, Haverford west 

Gray, Many, Champion hill Sept 15 Wilson & Co, Copthall bldgs 


ee <—" Broadway, Lonion Fields, Boot Dealer Sept 10 Churchman & Winser, 
cing In 
me Evizanstu, Lorton Park, Cockermouth, Cumberland Aug 27 Evans & Co, 


verpool 
Hrapiey, Ann, Desford, Leicester Sept 15 Holyoak, Leicester 
Hist, Joux, Scarborough Sept8 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 
Ixonam, Jane Exiza, Bayswater Sept 4 Meynell & Blake, Finsbury pymt 


Joxes, Hevry Cuartes Paycr, Wormshill Rectory, nr Sittingbougme Oct 9 Andrew & 
P eo James st, Bedford row oe ~ 
ONRS, 


iLL14M, Shelve, Salop, Farmer Aug 25 How & Son, Shrewsbnry 
Kipuax, Joun, Hexham, Northumberland Sept29 Dransfleld & Elsdon, Newcastle upon 


Laxou, Farpraic Eowarp, Derby, Solicitor Sept 8 Wilson & Co, Copthall bldgs 
Maoxay, Dawret James, London wall Sept 1 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 
Mexoz, Epwanp, Hastings Aug 31 Moberley & Wharton, Southampton 

Moons, Many Janz Hooxway, Exeter Aug 27 Daw & Son, Exeter 


Moonnzap, James, Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic Sept 1 Hossack & Simmonds, 
B st House 


Newrow, Miriam, Harrogate Oct1 Plews, Wakefield 

Noox, Josren, Halesowen, Worcester, Fruit Merchant Aug30 Homfray & Co, Halesowen 
Outxy, Hewny, Manor park, Essex, Cork Cutter Aug 31 Forbes & Son, Mark In 
Pau.rorrs, Tuomas, Reigate Aug $l Mole & Co, Reigate 

Rioxerrs, Karuanine Jane, Wilton ores Aug 25 Beachcroft & Co, Theodald’s rd 
Rmons, Deputy Surgeon General Tuzonatp, Cheltenham Sept 6 Ticehurst & Co, 


am 
Rossan, Exaa, Skenfrith, Mon Aug 4 Ganiners & Heywood, Abergavenny 
Surru, Josnva, JP, Eccles, Lancs Sept8 Dendy & Paterson, Manchester 
Sruex, Evizavera, Claverdon, Warwick Sept 4 Davies, Leamington 


BuLtivan, Admiral Sir Faancrs Wicuram, KOB, OMG, Seymour st, Portman sq Aug 31 
Bw. ylor & Co, Bedford row 
auks, Jony, Skipwith, Yorks, Farmer Nov1 Parker & Parker, Selby 


Tartos, Aupant Samunt, Blagdon, Somerset, Shopkeeper Sept 8 Wood, Wrington’ 


Tewriemonn, H 
Meee Srxvorn Lord, Gt Cumberland pl Sept 1 Bircham & Co, 


Taomas, Wivutan, Ty Gwalia, Crickhowell Sept 1 Vaughan & Harris, Crickhowell 
Tuomrsox, Burza, Partnoy, Lincs Aug 17 Walker & Co, Burgh le Marsh 

Topp, Sanan Eueaxon, Lansdown, Bath Sept4 Mossman & Co, Bradford 

Vasaiwa, Winntam Ronent, St Paul's mi, Canonbury Aug 31 Pownall & Co, Staple inn 
Wapswoaru, Gnonan, Hockley Heath Sept 12 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 

Waxaum, Euizavern, Colton, Staffe Aug 81 Perry & Co, Birmingham 

Wickuam, Wiut1am, Brockley Sept 10 ‘Tolhuret & Co, Gravesend 
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Weiner, Avoustus Farprnicx, Northwick ter, Maida Vale Aug 27 Kearsey & Co, 


WIuinenax, rene, Kingston on Hull, Butcher Aug 25 Jackson & Co, Hull 
‘Wrttsuire, Jou, Seend, nr Devizes, Farmer Sept 1 Norris & Hancock, Devizes 
Wraicat, Henry, Golspie, North Britain Aug 3i Gadsden & Treherne, Bedford row 
bey + ar Wann, Srinagar Kashmir, India Sept29 Oliver, Corbet ct, Grace- 


London Gazette —Turspay, July 31. 
Arorp, Farperick Sternex, Haverstock hill Sept 17 Robins & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Austoy, Hueu, Clephane rd, Canonbury Sept 11 Houghton & Son, Finsbury pymat 
Baruey, Franx, Crawley Septi Francis & Crookenden, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Bays, Eviex, Bradford Sept 1 Bearder, Bradford 
Bawxs, Tuomas, Eccles, Lancs Aug 3i Widdows, Leigh, Lancs 
Barrow, Exiza, Lancaster Aug 27 Hall & Co, Lancaster 
Sommes, Percy, Gateacre, nr Liverpool, Works Manager Aug 31 Bellringer & Co, 
Bet, Janet, Stoke upon Trent Aug 31 Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 
Soocnepese, Sam Luxey, Gliddon rd, West Kensington Sept 1 Slack & Co, Queen 
CLaTEr, Goaawean, Retford, Notts Sept 29 Mee & Co, Retford 
Crews, Henry, Biddulph Moor, Staffs, General Dealer Aug 18 Hollinshead, Tunstall 


Cooxz, Wiit1am_ Evans, Turkey Tump, Llanwarne, Herford Aug 21 Humfrys & 
onds, Hereford 


‘0 
Crow e, Joux, Philli gins, Kensington Sept1 Slack & Co, Queeu Victoria st 


Suey, Grorce Wit.1am Dosres, Woodside,Surrey Aug3l Garrard-Clarke & Wyatt, 
ement’s inn 
Dossox, James, Preston, Furniture Dealer Aug 28 W & J Cooper, Preston 


Epuuxps, Caswattoy, Pentre, Glam, Colliery Manager Sept 1 Millward, Pentre 

Garner, Toomas, Fritwell, Oxford, Architect Sept 15 Lindsay & Co, Ironmonger In 

Geapow, Isanet, Scarborough Sept6 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 

Haren, Armitace, Huddersfield, Machine Maker Sept 14 Ramsden & Co, Huddersfield 

Homma, Domez Fievpise Saucpaem, Yapton, Sussex Aug 30 Harmer & Ruddock, Gt 
armou! 


Heatey, Exizasetn, Liverpool Aug3i Gradwell & Co, Liverpool 
Hiaes, Many Emma, Cambridge Aug 30 Ellison & Co, Cambridge 
Hoxpcrort, Josep, sen, Longton, Majolica Manufacturer Augi16 Allerton, Longton 


Hotiexper, Count Max, Hamilton ter, 8t John’s Wood, Picture Dealer Septi1 Beyfus 
& Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jonxsox, Wittiam, Gomersal, Yorks Aug 20 Cadman & Co, Gomersal, nr Leeds 


Joys, Epuusp, Lincoln, Railway Carriage Inspector Aug13 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 
Luoyp, Cuarces Ay.irrs, Machen, Mon Sept 1 Wade & Son, Newport, Mon 
Lutiey, Emma, Heavitree, Exeter Sept7 Hole & Pugsley, Tiverton 

Lywz, Witt1am Jony, Copthallay Sept11 Cook, Broad st bldgs, Liverpool st 

Mars, Juura Axx, Gt Brington, Northampton Aug 27 Bassett & Boucher, Rochester 


Mamusaese. Joux Gorpox, New Cross rd Sept 4 Dabbs & Son, Bartlett's bidgs, 
o' Dorn circus 
Matust, Rey Hexny Francrs, Eastbourne Sept 29 Arnould & Son, New ct, Lincoln's inn 


Moxteomery, Mattuew, Walton, Liverpool Aug 31 Gradwell & Co, Liverpool 
Nort, Hexry, Camden rd, Glass Merchant Sept 12 Maskell & Nisbet, John st, Bedford 


ete 7 ames Freperice, Boscombe, Hants Oct 1 E A Nolan, Blessington st, Dublin 

Parxer, Jonyx, Bamford, Joiner Aug3i Allen, Sheffield 

Pitty, Axye, Boston, Lincs Sept 28 Pilley & Mitchell, Bedford row 

Paice, Arraur, Rickmansworth, Solicitor Aug ll Price & Tootell, John st, Gray's inn 

Rave, Neue James, Ludlow, Salop, Licensed Victualler Aug 25 Weyman & Co, 

Srocen Eemnap onan, Ondow gies; Gath Muntegten dng Sut 6 Om, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

Doane, co Eatnam, West Kirby, Cheshire Aug S1 Woolcott & Co, West 

Gsean-Mussnave, Joux Museaave, Shadwell, Yorks, Brewer Augi4 Simpson & Co, 

Saxroy, ‘Ames, Wakefield SeptS Brown & Co, Wakefield 

Scuorietp, Tsomas, Rochdale, Gardener Sept1 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdale 

Suarre, Saran, Liverpool Aug3i Woolcott & Co, West Kirby, Cheshire 

Suvary, Cuances, Hind ct, Fleet st, Publisher Sept 30 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

Surra, Josrru Griiorr, Leeds, Innkeeper Sept 10 Stott, Leeds 

Swinpteavast, Evizasersa. Preston Aug ll Craven, Preston 

Tavatzy, Grones, Harborne, Birmingham, Fishmonger Sept 10 Frost, Birmingham 

Taytor, Euizansra Axx, Lytham, Lancs Aug 2? Wright & Co, Bradford 

Trai, Repxcca, Furlong ri, Islington Sept 10 Paterson & Co, Breams bidgs, 

Toayen, Faxxy Euizasetu, Holmfirth, Yorks Sept 4 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Wrsrow, Gonos, Calne, Wilts, Builder Aug 15 Henly, Calne, Wilts 

Wriout, Atrarp, Twickenham Sept 15 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

Waront, Gronetaxa Burszanera, Twickenham Sept 15 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

Lendon Gasetie.— Farivar, Aug 8. 

Axwoup, Hexar, Hanlingstone, Northampton Sept 1 Phipps, Northampton 

Avsrypea, Tuomas, St Dunstan's hill, Ship Broker Sept 32 Keen & Oo, Carter ln 

Bantuars, Groner Atagat, Bristol Septi2 Marsden & Oo, OM Cavendish of, Cavern 


Baasonah, Panas, Hornsea, Yorks Sept 8 Woodhouse & Chambers, Hull 

Banese, Jouyx Luoyn, Harrow Sept 10 Sole & Oo, AMermanbary 

Curaterr, Faanors, Yeovil Sept 8 Woodforde, Castle Gary, Somerset 

Corrartt, Jowx, Mount Pleasant In, Upper Clapton, Steel Bagraver Sept € Pearce, 
Clement's ina, Strand 

Craaas, Gronok, Bookenham Sept 15 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire 99 

Daney, Rey Wiistam, Shaftesbury Sept Freame & Oo, Gillingham, Dorset 

Dawes, Quanase Eowaan, Allendale, Northumberland Aug 2s LC & H F Lockhart, 


eX 
Diox » Hennenr, Hull, Live Stock Agent Oct? MNidiemiss & Pearce, 
LRN gerne en 
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Dixon, Wrii14m, Leeds, Mill Manager Sept3 Harland & Ingham, Leeds 

Davumuonp, Maatua, Croydon Sept 10 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

Fanmitoz, Grorce, Maresfield gins, Hampstead Sept 1 Boulton & Co, Northampton sq 
Gr, Groner, Beckwithshaw, Yorks, Farmer Sept 1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Hatt, Joux, Bury, Licensed Victualler Sept 11 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Hat, Persr, Kingsley, Chester, Farmer Oct1 Burton & Wardle, Runcorn 

Hopson, Dorszy, Hornsea, Yorks Sept3 Woodhouse & Chambers, Hull 

Jouxsox, Sauvet, Albert Embankment Sept 12 Fox & Co, Victoria st, Westminster 
Karves, Anravur Epwanp, Lightcliffe, Halifax, Bank Inspector Sept5 Rhodes & Evans, 


Keax, Tuomas Varker, Truro Aug3i Marrack & Co, Truro 

Lirris, Herzen Martiipa, Cheltenham Sept 15 Hyde & Sons, Worcester 

Manreax, Ariz, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Scrap Dealer Aug 28 Neal, Sheffield 

Mae, Ettes Ays Fectsteap, Cantlowes rd, Camden sq Sept 15 Price & Sons, 


albrook 
. Joszru, Weston in Gordano, Somerset, Farmer Glyde, Bristol 
Pack, Wittiam yr Kingston on Thames, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 Sherrard & 


Parry, Hourmasr, 1 eegecinitth, Carnarvon Sept 29 Porter & Co, Conway 
ema edhe Wirutet, Tunbridge Wells Sept 12 Marsden & Co, Oid Cavendish st, 


Powz11, Was Austix, Boksburg, Transvaal Colony Aug 9 Morgan & Co, Ponty- 


Parsrier, Exizasets, Halifax Sept1 Pickles, Halifax 

Rosgats, Jonx, Waterloo, Lancs, Cotton Dealer Sept 1 Layton & Co, Liverpool 
Rostxsoy, Joszrz, Alsager, Chester Sept4 Mayer & Nelson, Burslem 

Bosrxeos, Witi1am, Redcar, York, Joiner Sept 5 Sill, Middlesbrough 

Sacre, Cuantorre Matiipa, Cadogan pl Sept 16 Burch & Co, Spring gdns 

Susciam, Exizasers, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs Sept 30 A & G W Fox, Manchester 
Surra, Auz.ta, Stafford Augi7 Burke & Pickering, Stafford 

Surra, Axx, Reading Sept 15 Sarjeant & Gosling, Reading 

Srzppise, James, Ulverston, Lancs, Maltster Sept 1 Hart & Co, Ulverston 

Swaires, Gzoncz Caossr, Beverley, Yorks, Nurseryman Sep{30 Crust & Co, Beverley 
Tatton, Joux, Evelyn st, Deptford, Butcher Sept 7 Hawks & Co, Borough High st, 


Tuoagstos, Atyazp Horace, Windsor Aug 31 Last & Goodford, Windsor 


Toxo, Wriiiam oe North Fitzroy, Victoria, Land Owner Sept 15 Sladen & Wing, 
Delahbay Westminster 
Wasp, rome «Beton Edgbaston, Birmingham Aug 31 Lane & Co, Birmingham 


Wrssn, Locr, Maidstone Sept 14 Day, Maidstone 





AnmiTacr, Samust, Pendleton, Salford, Lancs, Manufacturer Sept 18 Sale & Cy, 
Manchester 


—= 


London Gazetee,—Turspay, Aug. 7. 


Arrwater, Haggiett Eutry Auicz, Wallington Sept 7 Bridgman & Co, College hil, 
Cannon st . 
Bissrxe, Baroness Louisa Manion Vox, Hove, Brighton Oct 24 Ridsdale & Son, Gray 


inn sq 

Bovens, Sagan Isapetia, Park rd, North Acton Sept 7 Engall & Crane, Acton 

Danone Jouy Henry, Park pl gdns, Paddington, MB, FRCP Aug 5 Bird & Bind, 

inn sq 

Coox, Gerece hen Ramspare, Hessle, Yorks Aug 31 Martinson, Hull 

Etmamst, Rev Rosert, Farnham Lodge, nr Knaresbrough Sept10 Hickmott & , 
Rotherham 

Fiave.y, Emma, Leicester, Stonemason Sept 12 Storey, Leicester 

Fusseiz, Apam, Thayer st, Manchester sq Sept 10 Lithgow, Wimpole st 

Gaurrirus, Marcanet, Gelly, Trefilan,Cardigan Sept1 Roberts & Evans, Aberystwyth 


Sentm, Fo, Scarborough, Building Contractor 


Sept 11 W & W 8S Drawhridp, 


rborou 
Lywn, James, Oebham, Surrey, Butcher Sept3 Sherrard & Sons, Gresham st 
cme = o> Mesa, KCMG, Harley pl, Marylebone Sept 17 Stephenson & , 
rabard 
Marruews, Grorcz, Johannesburg, South Africa, Miner Sept3 Jones & Co, Liverpog 
Moore, Micuazt Mitizk, Hove, Sussex, Merchant Sept 15 Linklater & Co, Bond¢, 


Walbrook 


Buaesa,: Hawwau Marcaret, Pocklington, Yorks, Hotel Proprietress Sept 1 Powel, 


Parxer, Exxey, Liverpool Sept7 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 

Parker, Josep, Winterley, Chester Sept13 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach, Cheshire 
Parker, Taomas, Nottingham, Hairdresser Sept15 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 
Perkins, Cuar.es, Coldstream, Northumberland Sept 8 Griffith & Co, Newcastle upm 


e 
ae 2 Dudley, Carpenter Sept1 Wright, Dudley 


Cine, Smee, Rotherham, Yorks, Licensed Victualler 


Sept 10 Hickmott & %, 


Srewakt, , rR Baker Sept1l W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scarborough 
Tuorng, Consenivs, Sidcup Sept17 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 

Tomurxson, Jon, Nottingham, Lace Dresser Sept14 Walker & Hanson, Nottingham 
Toms, Zoasne Wearuenvon, Parkstone, Dorset Sept 20 8 W Toms and W HF Kala, 


, Cannon 


Wash, Goan, Seeiagion, nr Skipton in Craven, Yorks Sept 1 Horner & Sampan 

Wanrine, Samvzt, Dudley, Tailor Sept1 Wright, Dudley 

Warts, Lucy Ayng, Hensbridge, Somerset Sept 15 Tucker, Bath 

Wirnatt, Exizasetro Mary, Romsey, Southampton Sept 29 Biggs-Roche & t, 
Lincoln’ fields 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetie.—Fatwar, Aug. 3. 
BECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asparw, Mazr Asx, and Exizasetn Axx Axprew, 
Oldham, Grocers Oldham Pet July 2 Ord July 2 
erchant G 


Pet “July 30 Ord July 30 


Pixe, Wiiu14M Curistorues, East Retford, ig Licensed | 
me A Lincoln Pet Augi1 Ord Ai 
oe anaes, Leyton High Court Pet t yaly 30 Ord 


oO) lazay Wituam, Hertford, Butcher Hertford 


Rozeets, Joun Owen, Gleneagle rd, Streatham, eaten 
Traveller Wandsworth Pet Augi Ord A 
Rosissox, Tzomas, Lozells, Birmingham, Cycle eA 
Manufacturer ‘Birmingham Pet July 18 Ord July 3 
Gt — y, To 


Arerxsos, Grozczr, Gt Grimeby, Fish M 

Grimsby Pet Jaly 31 Ord July 3 Rowson, Savas | ag ‘ 
Bzessos, Hzeszr, Bradford High Court Pet Jul G Grimsby Pe 1 

July 31 ways Os —— Shaftesbury av 


uly 3 Ord July Bi) 
Roszet, Burslem, Staffs, Butcher Hanley Pet 
July 31 Ord July 31 
Camrsag.t, Jaxues Frrcazt, Birmingham, Baker Birming- 
bam Pe July 31 Ord July 31 
Crort, Fazpesice, Gt Grimsby, Stereman Gt Grimsby | 
Pet Aug i Ord A ug i 
Wri, Biland, Yorks, 
Pet July 31 Ord July 31 


| 

| 

Bestizr, Jous, Shipley, Yorks, Commission Agent Brad- | 
ford Pet J “¢ | 

| 

| 


Music 
Fruiterer Halifax | 
Butcher | Butcher 
| 
' 
| 


Dessaz, Wittrsax Eotaxp, Huyton, Lancs, Rochester Pet July 31 Ord July 31 
Pet Angi Ord Aug 1 | Sratzmasv, Jonx Tuomas, Laisterdyke, 
Evass, ti114am. Guisborough Stockton on Tees Pet smith Bradford Pet ‘July 31 rd Jul 
July 21 (Ord July 21 


Paauen, Jous Srzraxx, Bury et, Bloomsbury High Court 
Pet JuneS Ord July 41 

Guzaves, Bowert, Sheffield, Manufacturer's Clerk Shet- 
os ray Ord July 30 

Groves. Cuaztes Wiiitax, Collingham, Yorks, Innkecper | 
Vork PeJaly® Ord Jaly 

Hatt, Jous Cuszies Baxter, Wood Nook, Meanwood, 
Leeds Leois Pt May @ i 


Salesman Dudley 
Tuomas, 
marthen Pet Aug 1 

Torswes, Huseet Catena, 
Pet Jaly 31 Ord July 51 
Watttsorox, Jous, 


| &cort, hoo HIBALD Epwarp, Mapesbury rd, aes yee ae” 
Ship Broker High Court Pet June19 Ord Jul 
Szarte, Avueustus George, Bagby, 
— oe Pet > i. July 30 
S£ZTTER, NDBREW MANSELL, wyn' 
Pontypridd Pet July 4 a Ord Jal 
| Surrn, Cuagtes Wiiuamu, Glemsford, 
Colehester Pet July 11 Ord Jul 31 
| Sparexs, Samugt James, Eastchurch, 


| Srewaep, Feevesicx Wiiiiaum, Eye, Buitolk, ‘Pork Butcher 
Ipswich Pet July 30 Ord ‘July 30 
| Srvzmas, Hexny, Blackheath, Rowley word Staffs, Fruit 
Pet July 30 Ord July 30 


JAMES, mn a Carmart 


ont Aug Btationer Reading 


Leekhampstead, Bucks, Farmer Ban- | 


nist Gt 
Court PetJune1 Ord 


Warwick, 4 
Glam, + aes of 
Saftoli Hawker 
eof Sheppey, Kent, 
a" Black- 





Car- 


, Kicusev, Bootle, Lane, Co Merchant | bury Pet July $1 Ord July 31 
sae, Beit 8 Sa Me ers 
ck 24, © Court Pet July3 brs) olver' aeJuly 31 O 3 
Ord Jel w mm 5 mr? | Wau, tam, Ti Statis, Water goat 
Hawases, June, Heywood, Lancs, Saddler Bolton Pet Inspector Dudley Pet July 31 Ord July | 
ma a, aga a weetiae Mosns, sbury Dewsbury bet July 30 
son, Tuomas Lanca, Grocer Wigan Pet Jul Je 
sant, OS . s ed FIRST MEETINGS. 
sNEA, pm ANCES, ridgwater, Confectioner | Attex, Guonoz Eowanv, Mountain Ash, Glam, Cab 
Bridgwater Ptdaly © Ord July B® Proprietor Aug 13 at 3 125, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
a= Veeorsce Carn ces, Northumberiand *”, Stock | Bexsos, Hesny, Bradford, To! bacoy Merchant Aug 17 at 


yar Pet May 16 Ord A 11 Benkro ptey bldgs, C 
me, Dare teravon, Sweet Vente entun Neue Pea July | Sarnet, Jone. ~ sg 


bat Off Ree, 20, Tyrrel 
0x6 Sely Ratis aL, <r Widnes, Draper | Bassrxr, Gronos, Dover, B 
wh PA Asugi Ord A 
ions, = + paces Cen High Court PA July 
Ang t t 2%) Off Ber, m, 
Maton, Tunas Motm, Mancheder, | Bo =a, — 
Manch Aug ati Off Hee, 26. 


r, Castle st, 
Buooxs, Joun 
ALEX ASVER, 
at, Pe Angi Ord "An 
Meacaset, Txouse Howes, Valtach, Port Talo, Glam, 
Micze, ¥ peagh 4 KT 
RAPK, , we ra High Con 
Pa tay Ori Ang - i | 
Pawresvon, Bansn hone pallor 1, Briztom High Court | 
Paddy Oh Ang 
Pameoe 5 Farias Knsgutsbridge High Cm Pe July 





16 at 11 


Longton, Bi affs, 
Off Kee, K. 


av, Finchley, 
row 


Vaulyley® Yorks: } Ee A 

wt, Bradford oe ed 

uilder Aug llat12 Off Rec, 

beng ~ Lancs, Plasterer Aug 14 
‘Manchester 

Witstsu Kowanvs, Calne, Wilts, Cabinet Maker 

98, Kegent circus , Swindon 

Onaunnns, Kevwen, Birtwingham, Oyele Manufacturer Aug 

191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Ca rnteawontn, Witssam Jauinaon, and Hannay Jonns, 


ing wt, Newcastle, 


Conan, locens Jomu poly and Grons 
ots 


a Aug 17 at 11.40 





« Murrow 
Aug 14 at 12 U4, | 





Davies, Jouxs Epwarp, Falmouth, Baker Aug 14 at! 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Deag.z, Atrrep Tomas, Reading, Commercial Travelle 
Aug 21 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, eading 

Ex.is, Samugy, Joun Hastinas, Cobridge, Staffs, Phot. 
pl Aug 17 at 12 Off Rec, ing st, Newcastle, 

taffs 

Farepanx, Cuartes, Hay Mills, Birmingham, Buille 
Aug 13at11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Gee, Txomas, Birmingham, China Dealer Aug 15 at il 
191, Se agg ie ~" Birmingham 

Gray, Isaac, Bea Cine Dorset, Horse Dealer 
Aug 14 at 2 : On City chmbrs, Catherine #, 
Salisbury 

Groves, Caagtes Wix14m, Collingham, Yorks, | 
~ —o 2.80 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe 
pi, 

Hatt, Pearcy Cuanrzes, Old Hill, Staffs, Builder Aug iia 
11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Haypiey, Riowanp, Bootle, Lancs, Coal Merchant Aug i 
at ll , 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Haze, guinae J ames, Tho st Andrew, Norfolk, Bost 
Builder Aug 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Heap, Jous Henry, Diss, Norfolk, Licensed Victualla 
Aug 15 at2 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

— Davip Joun, Aberystwyth, Cardigan 
at12.45 Town Hall, Aberystwyth 

Layorton, Sipwry Reeve, Hove, Sussex, Brewer Aug léat 
12 Off Rec, ,% — bid, Brighton 

Maxoves, W & G, Leman st, Whitesh . pel, Woollen Ma- 
chants Aug 16 at 1 es tey bldgs, Carey st 

Monks, Ann, ford, Lancs, Milliner Aug 11 at 110 
off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Pereano, Vinoinia, Knightsbridge Aug 15 at 12 Bank 


ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Penney, WiLLiaM te, Fish Salesman Aug 11 atl) 

Off Rec, 684, Castle MOnater ury 

Perper, Awruosy, Hen End Norfolk, Carpenter Aug 16 
at 1015 Court Ho use, King’ s Lynn 

PexcivaL, Joun Tuomas, "Chester, Draper Aug 13 a 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row Chester 

| Powriw, Cuaates Heway, Walton, Liverpool, Travelle 
Aug 14 at12 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Live 

Porrom, Waren, Leyton "Aug 14 at 11 

, Carey at 


raw Minor, Trood ay Gam, Butcher Aug i 

at 3 ¥ Morthyr T 

Russsia, Fannin, Lisafairioche, gre eee Licensed 
Victualler Aug 145 at 2.30 British Hotel, Bangor 

Sawves, Hawwau, Wa Pub Proprietrens Aug 13 a 
il Off 6, Bond ter, Wakefie 

Garen, Joun, a eieer av, Assistant Manager Aug U4 
ati2 Bankru bldg, Carey st 

Scorr, AncuipaLy Kowanv, Mapésbury rd, Brondesbury, 
Abipbroker Aug 15 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Cont 

a Jouve, & elson, Lancs, Twister Aug 13 st il 
Off Ree, 14, Chay I st, Preston 

Burra, Ouauces Wittsam, Glemsford, Suffolk, Hawke 
Aug 150t2.15 84, Princes wt, I wich 

Gowene, J Mapases Marhatn, Mortole, Grocer Aug 16@ 

rt House, K ‘aly 

Guiana. ~ Teas den ‘misterdyke, Bradford, Biatle 

smith ‘Aug 15 at 8.90' Off Heo, 20, ‘Tyrrel wt, Beadfort 


Aug i 
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Sale & Cs, 
College hil 
; Son, Grayy 
i.cton 

Bird & Bird, 


mott & Qp, 


 berystwyth 
Drawbridge, 
it 

enson & (p, 
), Liverpool 
Co, Bondd, 
C 1 Powell, 


shire 
gham 
veastle upoa 


mott & (, 
orough 


ottingham 
HF Eales, 


& Sampson 


ug 14 ati 
al Traveller 


affs, Photo 
, Newcastle, 
m, Builder 
am 

ug 15 at il 


orse Dealer 
therine st, 


, Innkeeper 
Duncombe 


Aug 18 
r 
nt Aug 
folk, Boat 


at, Norwich 
Victualler 


Aug 3 
Aug 16st 
ollen Mar- 
ey st 
11 at 11.0 
;12 Bank- 
ug 11 at 0 
r Aug 
g 13 at 
Traveller 
pool 
Jankruptey 
er Aug 
, Licensed 
Jangor 
Aug 18 
xr Aug u 
maetoert, 
', Carey & 
13 ot 
, Hawke 
Aug 16 # 


nt Biack- 
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———— 





, Feepeeiox Witu1am, Eye, Suffolk, Pork Butcher 
Srving 15 at 2.30 96, Princes st, 
Toasee, ERxEst, Blackburn, Painter Aug 13 at 10.80 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Fa 6, B a Ipswich, Motor Engineer Aug 
ae Aasens, Minister in Sheppey, Kent, Builder Aug 


Wrsox 
13at 11.0 115, High st B, High #, Ro 

sox, GEORGE, Levenshu Lanes, Coal Merchant A 
Wu 11. Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester ” 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ayorew, Mary Ans, and Exizapern Awx Anprew, 
Grocers Oldham Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Arxissox, GroncE, Gt ee, Fish Merchant Gt Grimsby 
aien 31 Ord July 81 
RY, verpool, General Contractor Liverpool 
wee ily 2 “aie. Yorks, Co Agent 
LEY, JOHN, ipley, Yor mmission 
ny Bradford P Pet July 30 Ord July 0 
a —— Moraisox, Moo Company 
Pet Ma: 3 Bord Taly 31 
~~ ris jursiem, Staffs, Butcher Hanley Pet 
Botily 31 Ord July 31 
Gzorct Brows, Pembroks Dock, 
broke Dock Pet July 17 Ord July 30 
Crorr, eum. Gt Grimsby, Storeman Gt Grimsby 
Pet Aug 1 


A 
Crosstey, WILLIAM ifhiana, Yorks, Fruiterer Halifax 
Pet July 31 Ord July 31° 
Dicker, wry —— Exeter, Fruiterer Exeter Pet 
July 2 
Deilen, Wass Horar, Bares, Lancs, Butcher Liver- 


Baows, ag De 
Builders P 


pool Augi1 Ord Augi 
Evaxs, Witt1am, Guisborough Stockton on Tees Pet July 
81 Ord July 31 


@uxavas, Robert, Sheffield, Manufacturer’sClerk Sheffield 
Pet July 30 Ord aly $0 
nn New Ki rd, Fulham, Grocers High Court 


July 19 Ord aly 30 
GnernBaum, JosEePH, Sidney sq, Ee See Sas, Tailor 
Go ih 
ROVES, en TLLIA or] eeper 
York Pet J Ord July 31 
ieton Park. | ie Fruit Salesman 
Pet July 6 July 28 

Bow Gaon East Sheen, Builder Wandsworth Pet 


nes. 3 Havas V 

Ord agi 

Jaues, Ametta Franozs, Bridgwater, Confectioner 
Bridgwater Pet July30 Ord July 30 

Joxgs, Davyip, Aberayon, Glam, Sweet Vender Neath 
Pet July 31 Ord July 31 


a peel JouN, ay —; ll Cardigan Aberystwyth 

Laxotox, Sipwzy yt, Hove Sussex, Brewer Brighton 
Pet July 26 Ord July 31 

Lewis, oes a Farnworth, Widnes, Lancs, 

Clothier et Aug 1 Ord Aug 1 


Lewis, lg Ry — House Furnisher 
Carmarthen Pet July4 Ord Augi 
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Mercuast, Pn = 9 Taibach, Port Talbot, Grocer 
Neath Pet J Ord July 30 
More, ALEXaNDER tlt Cannon st High Court Pet 
May 29 Ord July 31 
Mor, ‘enchurch st, Timber Merchant High Court 


ames, F; 
Pet July19 Ord Augi 
Pixs, Witu1am a 2 East Retford, Notts, Licensed 
Augi Ord Aug 1 
Portox, Wa.TER, Lea he Leyton High Court Pet 
‘uly 30 Ord 


"Monns, Gt Grizasb 

onris, Gt A Furniture Dealer Gt Grimsby 
Pet July5 Ord Aug i 

Rowsox, ag = a Gt b otete, Tobacconist Gt 


SEARLE, pRB Bagby Warwick, Farmer | 
» Co oad sd Ord J 4 ot 
ETTER, ANDREW 7 el; te Se ja, Glam, Teacher 

P M Ww « #- Pet July 81 Ord July 31 oie 

IDAWAY, WULLIAM. Bank, Staffs, Draper aur= 

brit ee Pet July 10 0 Ord Jul ’30 

Sparks, Samor. James, Eastch , Isle of Sheppey, Kent, | 
Butcher Rochester Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

SrarmmanpD, Joux Tuomas, Laisterdyke, Bradford, - 
smith Bradford Pet July 31 Ord Sata, 31 

Srewarp, Frepericx Witii4u, E = a Pork Butcher 


Pet July 30 Ord J 
Srormax, Henry, Blackh Rowley Regis, Staffs, Fruit 
Car- 


Dudley Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
— Pet 1 Ord A 
bes © ae "yar fmm Licensed Victualler Exeter Pet 
Warene, gh agg Heath, ween 
a Wolverhampton. Pet July 31 Ord J 
Watt, 5 Tipton, Staffs, ean 
r 


Pet July 81° Ord July 
wsbury Dewsbury "Pet July 30 


London Gazette.—Tusrspay, Aug. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apri, Wiitiam Teatt, Wakefield, Plumber Wakefield 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 
—— ILLIAM oa Davip Barratt, Northampton, 


pton A 
Bennett, James ~ —e Glos, Farmer Gloucester 
July 31 Ord July 31 
Berry, Ricwarp, Helens, Lancs, Fruiterer Liverpool 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 
Bryan, Georoz Reoixatp, and Eryest James Brray, 
Ord Any P _ and Colormen Awe Aug 1 


CLARKE, Repent T, 


—— Moses, 
Ord July 30 


Evans, a Epwakp, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Medical 
Practitioner High Court Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 


High 
@ burt, ‘Pet Ang 4 Ord chee High 
me Court wrt i are 
a Eowts, hoes a ee ae 
Onl dags 
ws Fad Stroud Green 
a CeO aeee High Court Pet Jaly 13 
| Hysox, gemma Windsor Pet May 
| Jacksox, Faxpgnice Lemans, Gt Marlow, , Bucks, Licensed 
Ki Victualler ‘Aylesbary Pet 3 Ord Ang 3 
| Lavcntay, Caanues A, 
Physician Wandsworth Pet July 18 Ord Aug 2 
| stones ee Mallet, Veterinary 
Ros . 
: “Court et Mays) Ord d Tae Estate Agent High 
‘HOR! AMES Vednesbury, Greengrocer 
Walsall Pet Jaly 31 Or Ord July 31 

Swindon Aug 2 Aug 2 sont 
Amended notice substituted for that 
pccctaten gag 
| Busn, Wiiuiam Epw. Osles, Wits, Cabinet Maker; 
my Po Pet J “aly 25 Ord July 25 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


it peril” Ga ee 6 Bond ter, Wakedeld 1c a 


a 's Heath, Worcester, 


16at12 itt, Cor st, 
Beck, W: Se 
at 1145 Off — 


Caneerttceiae Jouy, Se Ang 15 at 12 


aa Aug 15 at 3 Of 
Eee tees og 
Caossiey, orks, Praiterer 
i Om Rie, Townha Aug 15 at 8 
AVIES, nam, Coventry, iio’ Premser Aug 3 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry = 
Dossan Wi Witten On Bee a iat, Le Butcher Ang 
Evays, Witt, Of 
| ae aie ST" on mee, 8 
Gouskbaitaeee” Aug 15 at 12.15 Of Ree, 38, 


Baldwin st, Bristol 
Hanzzis, D, Bringyick 9, Clerk Augil7 at12 Bankruptcy 





vom Wits 


im the 





bidgs, 
a nm Lancs, Saddler Aug 23 at 3 








TORDAN & SONS, LTp., 


COMPANY REGISTRATION AGENTS, 


Seal Engravers, 


Te‘egrams : 


Printers, and Publishers, 


120 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


“ CERTIFICATE, LONDON.” 


W.C. 


Telephone: 246 HOLBORN. 





NEW @OMPANIES REGISTERED. 


Prospectuses, Memorandums and Articles of Association, inked Trust Deeds, Special Resolutions, 
and all other Company Documents carefully and expeditiously Printed, Stamped, and Registered. 


ALL COMPANY REGISTERS, BOOKS, and FORMS in Stock. 


Foolscap Folio. Price 1/6; by Post 19. 





TABLE A (Revised, 1906): Being the Regulations for the Management of a Company 
Limited by Shares published in the Zondon Gazette of the 31st July, 1906, in pursuance of 


the Power conferred on the Board of 


Trade by Section 


71 of the Companies Act, 1862; 


with Introduction, Notes, and Comments, by D. G. HEMMANT, of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law, and Preface by F. GORE-BROWNE, K.C. 


One Copy of the above will be sent on wean of 1/9 by P.O. or Stamps. Two or more Copies will be sent on receipt 


of 1/6 for each Copy ordered. A remittance must accompany every order. 
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James, Awetia Franors, Bridgwater,Confectioner Aug 15 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

o—,. Rg ae pda § St Asaph, Flint, Baker Aug 15 
at 12 chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jousson, Eowixs Hamiton, Reigate Aug 16 at 1130 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bri ridge 

Jones, Davip, Aberavon, Glam & Sweet Vendor Aug 17 at 
1130 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Lomas, Groror, South Normanton, Derby, Labourer Aug 
16at3 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Lucas, Jonx Epwarp, Bi- pham, nr Bia 1, Schoolmaster 


15 at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st 
May, Percy. wer Richmond rd. . Putney, Confectioner 
‘Aug 15 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Panrrines, Saran Axx, an 1d, Brixton Aug 17 at 12 


cy bidgs 
Rartcurrr, Grorce, Barnet, , ae Aug 15 at 12 14, 
row 
RosexperG, Harris, Shore , Estate Agent 
Avg 17 at 11 Biokrupicy bidgs, Carey’ st 
Ryax, Hersert, Margate, Licensed Victualler Aug 16 at 
12.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Sear, Tuomas, Bristol, Baxer Aug 15 at 12 Off Ree, 20, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 


Setrer, Axprew Maysei., Liwyny pies Glam, Tron of 
Mus‘e Aug l5at12 135, Hi Merthyr T 

Sparks, Samugy James, Eastchwi , Isle of aeoate oxent, 
Butcher Aug 20 at 11.30 115, ‘High st st, Rochester 

Sturman, Henry, Blackhea’ ley Regis, Staffs, Fruit 
Salesman Aug 16 at 11 of Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


st, 
Tuorxe, James Wiitt1am, Wednesbury, Greengrocer Aug 
17 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Welstinenten 
Waker, James, jun, ‘Bhort Heath, Wolverhampton, 
Stamper Aug 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Li st, 
Wolverhampton 

Wart, Witriam, Tipton, ftaffs, Waterworks Meter 

Aug 16 at 11.30 Off Reo, 199, Wolver- 

hampton st, Dudley 

Wuirtaker, Moses, Dewsbury Aug 15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs. y Cocpomntiog st, Dewsbury 

Worror, Samvet, un, Soundwell, = a Ang 15 
at 11.30 Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, B: 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apecy, Wiiwram Teatt, Wakefield, ceemguae Plumber 
Wakefield Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 

Dyess, A ma and Davip Barratt, ee, 
Boot Fi Northampton Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Beyserr, com av me Glos, Farmez Gloucester Pet 
July 31 Ord July 31 

Bexyetr, Wiitiam CHARLES, ——— on Sea, Buker 
Chelmsford Pet June 26 

a eS ry Helen’s Lancs, _ Liverpool 


A 

Cuarke, pS Hitherleigh, Devon, Bootmaker 
Plymouth Pet Aug3 Ord rivet, fin 

Drieew, — Sauvet, No ent, Baker Rochester 
Pet Aug 3 a 

Evaxs, Cuartes Epwazrp, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Medical 

oi Hig igh Court Pet Aug 4 orate High 
DALL, Josnvua, High +.~) ee gent 
Court Pet 2 Ord Aug 

Gov.t, Witiiam Court rd, Hosier High 
Court Pet A 


AMES, Earl's 
ug4 Ord Augé 
, Evwis, Kilburn In, West Kilburn, Butcher 


High’ Court Pet Aug4 Ord Aug4 
Hawsox, Neti Ciara, Northallerton, Yorks, Grocer 
orthallerton Pet ~ 4 &~ Ord Avg 3 
Hawxiss, Janus, a See , Saddler Bolton Pet 
June 23 
Hawxrss, Joux, soul - saat, Job Master Portsmouth 
Pet July Ord A 


Aug 2 

Jackson, speetanes Lemazez, Gt Marlow, pot Licensed 
Aylesbury Pet Aug 3 Ord 

Loxsav, Wiis fone Salisbury Hote! I bidee ‘eet st, 

‘Wine Merchant High Court Pet June 26 Ord Aug 3 

Muaxover, Wootr, and Goopmax Maxover, Leman st, 

oollen Merchants High Court Pet 


July 31 be July 
Vaxexz, hie py Sciion, Witte, Grocer Swindon 


2 
Lanteos, Falun, Yorks, Coal Merchant 
Pet June 30 Ord A’ 


or Che! 
June9 Ord Aug 1 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Gag, Gosnee, Mi, Eton, Buckingham, Tailor Windsor Adjud 
28,1905 Annul July 10 3 


QJOLAOETORS in in 








Bombay Seek Partner for 

yee uired F map cash 
fairer ci i; aot aan ea 
experienes end if married , tate See 
” Office, 2, ean : i 


ATL OFFICE, 21, Penton-place, 
London, W.C,—RENTS COLLECTED and 
COVERED ; AUCTION BALES conducted. 
and Railway Relerences. 








ORTGAGE SECURITIES Required, 
Freehold or Leasehold, am ts of Solicitors having 
several Gums to 


first instance, doe | ys Co., or 
O14 Jewry, B.C. : 


out. — 
Surveyors, Messrs. Gaire & 





ANTED, £150 or £100, at once, on 
would Sell 


Reversion, ; lenders.— 
Write H. G4, care of Shalley’s, ane B.C, 





AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the 
writing ¢ .arges :— 


een 


8. d. 
Abstracts Copied ee ae | sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts on ow 2&3 oer 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand ., .. 0 2 per — 
Deeds =. > ; 0 caf xg 


Full Co én 2 
PAPER.~Foolsap, 1d. “per sheet ; Bate #4. ditto ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C 


OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 
Leaseholds. The 
Assurance Scheme is a. con tr pcitee as it does for 


peri annual pay- 
Soeta— dane: aaracen, ‘Bias ] e Assurance Society, 32, 
Moorgate- 


OLICITORS,; TRUSTEES, 
Lewin J Moneys to Invest or Requiria o6 Funds for 
y p vited to write to or call upon THE 
MUNI PAL “AND GENERAL FINANCE CORPORA- 
TION, 29, New Bridge-street, London, B.C. Ova Cuients 


ARE PRINCIPALS onLy.—JosePH Mann, Manager. 
to £5,000 Found for Sound 


£1,000 Saces Cnseer open amt 


n 

investigation ; every facility offered pon and others 

employment.—Investments : The Officers’ Employ- 

pa ureau, 133, Jermyn-street, 8.W. Employment: 22, 
ast-chambers, Regent-street. 


$3, 5 0 INVESTMENT. — Wanted, a 
Gentleman to assist Civil Engineer 
(with great influence for the sale of the product of an 
industrial concern) to Purchase Shares at One-third Value, 
so as to secure the controlling power in a Limited Liability 
Company ; equal division of fees and profits; particulars 
bey A OS awe _— giving oe isfactory references. 
—Address ., care of Davies vertising mts, 
Finch-lane, Cornhill. - 


COURT ROLLS OF THE MANOR OF 
WESTHOPE, SALOP. 
EWARD OFFERED for Information as 
to the whereabouts of the above MISSING ROLLS. 
—. H. MARTIN, 
Westhope Cottage, Craven Arms. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
ony « ee eee ies and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. ora Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstasiisuEp 1828), 
pe Interests in Real and agg 
Property, Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Pe ei RP a a a 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.Cc. 
Assets -« « # £162,000, 








and others 























CHarnman 
Sin a WALDEMAR ings, Temple," Pane, I.P., 
Mitre-court-buildings, Tem; 


Sees ee ait 1d.; 12 “yy 15 156. 6d.; 
0 years, £1 1s. years, years, 
is years, Léa. $4, ; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


: eft ree of CHABLES A. PRICE, Mana 
YHE LONDON and 





LOAN & DISCOUNT oerany pee rae met, ay 
: 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., gS 
ADVANCE MONEY on security, furni ture, leases, 
a yo] 2 Pepe , INCLUDING INTE. $ 
10 One Year, 4 4 Monthly 19 3 
£20 ” 8 6 ” #117 6 
£20 a , 012 6 a woae.2 
£50 ye » ais te 
£100 ” #224 ” 76 
Larger sums in Moderate rates for bills of 
wale. Naaman om application to ° C) 





ASKELYNE and ig a a Mg 
W., Cine for Haminer Vaoston and. short Frovinsa 
Tour. E-OFEN BANK HOLIDAY (Monday next), at 








[Smmon & GUARANTEE and ACCIDEN? 
MPANY ya 


The Company’s s Bonds Aco the High Court ag 
SECURIT for REORIVERS Tt rial IDATORS and itn 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions ee re, sac 
is ordered to be given by the Board Trade for 
OFFICIALS under the Bankruptcy Act, and oy the Scoteh 
Courts, &c., &c. 

Guarantees given in the wanes ee, Excise, and al] 
% naiet feailit to dela: letion of security 

ies celtae e 3 ye on 0 
and Bankru 


ths pon a Eesionas Sa 
e responsibility 0’ ployers under the Workmen 
Compensation Act, 1897, the — ~ tod Liabilit 
= ~- ti sf Law insured og — 
plications for 
. E. G. (eoGHTON “ANDERSON, Secretary, 
61, Seniaaaek London, E.C. 


in't 





Telephone : 602 Holbora, 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep m THE Reiex oy Witt1am & Mary, 1699, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroner, 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS, 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 


AUTHORITY 








BY 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate um. 


Saane Cestivicates, Desenturss, &c., ved and 
printed. Orric1aL SEALS and execu! 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &,, 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


GLENDINING & C0., Lto, 


Fine Art Auctioneers, 


Undertake the SALE by AUCTION of Fine 
Art Property, Silver Plate, Jewellery, Musical 
Instruments, China, Engravings, Coins, Medals, 
Postage Stamps, &&c. 
EXPERT VALUATIONS FOR ALL PURPOSES, 


SPECIAL TERMS, MUTUALLY ARRANGED, 


LLPLLPLPLDLLIS 


THE ARGYLL GALLERY, 
7, ARGYLL STREET, OXFORD CIRCUS, LONDON, ¥. 


FULEXANDER & S#EPHEAR, 
LAW in PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pastiamentany Briis, Mixures oy Evipence, Booxs # 
Revesence, Statements ov Ciamm, Answers, &0., £0. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work, 
Every desoription of Printing. 











Printers of 7HZ soL1orrogs JOURNAL 
S UJ N FIRB OFFICH 
4, OMANCERY LANE, we. 


and WEEKLY REPORTES 
HORWICH STREBT, FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS RTS BRANCH: 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FUSDS IN HAND - - £2,788,638 








